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Current Topics. 
The Admission of Women. 

Tue Solicitors (Examination) Bill, which it might have been 
thought would not be a subject ot controversy, has produced a 
somewhat curious situation in the House of Commons. It has 
been opposed there on the ground that the Government have 
failed to give facilities for the Solicitors (Qualification of 
Women) Bill, which has passed the House of Lords, but, being 
a private member’s Bill, can make no progress in the House of 
Common The Examination Bill has been allowed to be read 
a second time on the understanding that the Government will 
consider the question of giving facilities for the Admission ot 
Women Bill. We again suggest whether, under all the circum- 
stances, the opposition of the profession to the Bill should be 
persisted in 

e 
The Stockholm Conference, 

We HAVE from time to time deprecated the course which 
the Courts have taken during the war in hardening the rule 
which forbids communication with the enemy Upon a proper 
view this seems to be restficted to commercial intercourse and 
to communications which might prejudice military operations : 
see Nsposito v. Bowden (1857, 7 E. & B. 763); but in America 
it was extended to intercourse of all kinds (The Rapid, 1814, 
12 U.S. Rep. 155), and it has been the tendency here during 
the present w ir to follow the same conrse: see The Panariellos 
(59 Soxicirors’ Journat, 399); Robson v. Premier Oil, &e., 
(Co. (59 Soxuicirors’ Journan, 475; 1915, 2 Ch. 124, C.A.). 
This rests upon the view stated in The Rajid, that wat involves 
all the subjects of the respective belligerent States in a common 
enmity, a result which, of course, is legal only, and_ not 
founded on fact, and we have not hesitated to suggest that 
communications between individuals and societies in the belli- 
gverent countries might be of great utility for the re establish- 
ment of peace (59 Sonicrtors’ JouRNAL, 265) This view has 
become of practical importance in connection with the proposed 
Stockholm Conference, but we are content to recall what we 
said as a matter of general principle, and leave its practical 


application, 
i i 


under circumstances which appear to arouse con- 
siderable difference of opinion, to the course of events. If, in 
fact. British and German delegates should meet, no doubt, 
and to the general cir- 

licence of the Crown, 
The meet 


having regard to the recent decisions, 
cumstances, this will be under the expr 
and the result will be watched with great interest 
ing of British and Germans has been of signal use in the con- 


elusion of the Agreement as 


to Prisoners of War, which has 


43 
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now been ratified and published. Of course, the meeting at 
Stockholm would be of a completely different nature, but, at 
least, opposing belligerents would be brought into contact for 
There is, of course, no suggestion of interfering 


’ 


discussion 
with the authority of either Government. By the way, we 
notice that Lord Roperr Cecit said in the House of Commons 
on Wednesday that the British Government had no means of 
This appears 
to be hardly consistent with the recent meeting at the Hague. 


communicating with the German Government 


The Liquor Control Board and Compensation. 
THE DECISION of Youncer, J., in The Cannon Bre wery Co. 
v. Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic) (Times, 1st inst.) 
that compensation for premises taken compulsorily by the 
Liquor Control Board must be ascertained under the Lands 
Clauses Act, 1845, is of great interest and importance. The 
Board was constituted under the Defence of the Realm 
(Amendment) (No. 3) Act, 1915, and the Defence of the Realm 
(Liquor Control) Regulations, 1915, made under it, as a body 
having, amongst other things, powel! to acquire compulsorily 
or by agreement,’ either temporarily or permanently, any 
licensed or other premises in an area to which the regulations 
had been applied No express provision was made for payment 
of compensation, but the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, s. 1, applies 
to ‘‘every undertaking authorized by any Act which shall 
hereafter be passed, and which shall authorize the pur- 
chase or taking of lands for such undertaking, and this Act 
The real question was 
‘ undertaking.”’ 


shall be incorporated with such Act 
whether the Liquor Control Board is an 


The term only applies to undertakings of a public nature, but 
the Board complies with that test, and Youncer, J., held 
that it was within section | Hence, in accordance with that 


section the Lands Clauses Act is incorporated in the Defence 
of the Realm (Amendment) (No. 3) Act, 1915, and the com 
pensation must be ascertained under it. The alternative put 
forward on behalf of the Board was that no compensation was 
legally payable at all, and that the only remedy of the expro- 
priated owner was an application for an allowance to the De- 
fence of the Realm Losses Commission. It is quite possible that 
with some Courts which have had to apply the Defence of the 
Realm Acts this claim would have succeeded, and it appears 
But, as the learned 
Judge pointed out, it lfas been held to be a rule of construction 


probable that there will be an appeal 


that an intention to take away property without compensation 
is not to be imputed to the Legislature unless it be expressed 
in unequivor al terms: ('Ommissioners for Public Works (Cape 
(‘olany) v Logan (1903, A. C. 355) 
Defence of the Realm Losses Commission might, or might not, 


An allowance by the 


be adequate ; but in any case, it is only a payment ev gratia, 


and not as of right 


Liability for Floods. 

THE BORDERLINE between a Fletcher vy. Rylands case and 
a Nichols vy. Marsland case has long been a moot point among 
practitioners who care for exact reasoning on fundamental 
rules of the common law To such the Scottish case of 
Cireenock ¢ or poration Vv (‘aledonian Railway Co (1917, W.N 
262) should prove interesting reading, for the House of Lords 
had to consider in it a variation of the usual difficulty. It 
is settled law that a landowner who brings on his land an 
artificial source of danger must keep it there ‘‘ at his peril ’’ ; 
it is equally sound law that he is excused if the dangerous 
thing escapes through some overriding force—actus dei or 
vis major—such as an exceptional storm that is quite outside 
the ordinary course of nature: Nichols v. Marsland (1876, 2 
Ex. D. 1). But there are difficulties in applying this doctrine, 
and the Greenock Corpdration case aptly illustrates one of 
these difficulties. In 1908 the corporation acquired, by statu- 
tory powers, land for a public park, and made on it an artifi- 
cial pond Needless to say, the rule in Fle tcher Vv. Rylands 


(L. R. 3 H. L. 330) imposes on them the duty of keeping thi 
water there at their peril. In 1912 a rainstorm of unprece- 
dented violence swelled the pond in such a way as to flood a 


At first sight 


highway near and do considerable damage 





it seems clear that this damage is due to actus dei, or is what 
Scots law calls a damnum fatale, or inevitable injury, and 1 
not actionable because of the rule in Vichols v. Marsland just 
referred to. But here a subtlety arose. For the pond was cor 
structed by damming up and diverting a natural watercours¢ 
which crossed the park, and it was proved to the satisfactio: 
of the judges of fact that, but for the construction of the pond, 
the stream would have carried away the excessive flood of rain 
water, which could not have come near the highway. Ani 
here comes in another rule of the common law, as enunciate: 
by the Lord Chancellor on the authority of a Scots case, A+ 

v. Lord Orkney (1857, 20 D. 298), namely, that he who inte: 
fcres with or dams up a stream must provide an equally efficien' 
substitute for the channel provided by mature to carry awa) 
the rainfall. Now the corporation, in making their pond 
had not provided such a substitute; and so they had failed in 
a common law duty, with the result that property wa 
damaged, and such breach of duty causing damage is an 
actionable tort. This limitation on Nichole v. Marsland 
far-reaching, and should be remembered by the practitioner 


Ratification by Prosecution. 

AN INTERESTING judgment was delivered by Row1art, J 
in Harrisons & Corsfield (Limited) v. London and N.W. Rail- 
way Co. (reported ante, p. 647). The plaintiffs instructed the 
defendant railway company to collect three chests of tea for 
them from a warehouse in Wapping and carry it by their rail 
way to Ireland. Eleven days later a railway employee named 
BatLey, absent from duty on sick leave, called at the warehouse 
with one of the railway vans and obtained delivery of the tea, 
and then disposed of it. These acts of the employee were 
unauthorized by the company, who in fact prosecuted him fo: 
theft of the tea. In order to do so, of course, they had to lay 
the property in themselves as bailees. Now, not unnatural! 
the plaintiffs, who had lost their tea through the act of the 
railway company’s servant, sued the company for damag: 
And at first sight it seems natural to apply the doctrine of 
respondant superior, and hold the company liable for a 
tortious act committed by their servant. But for several 
reasons this must fail; one is sufficient. BarLey did not commit 
the act ‘‘in the course of his employment’’ at all, but when 
absent on sick leave. So, if the company is to be made liable, it 
cannot be merely as employer of the wrongdoer. But can tlie 
company be made liable in their capacity of common carrier 
If they had instructed BatLey to collect the goods, and ha 
received them on collection under such instructions, no dou! 
they would be liable. But they had not done so. It wa 
still thought possible, however, to suggest that the carriers, 
although not yet in possession of the goods when stolen, had 
ratified BarLey’s unauthorized act of collection by their subse 
quent conduct, and so had made themselves carriers of the 
goods ex postfacto’ For they prosecuted Batrey for larceny 
and in order to do so had to lay possession of the goods in them 
selves as bailees. Of course, if the doctrine of ratification 
rested on estoppel, it would be easy to negative this ingenious 
argument, since the representation as to ownership of the 
goods in the character of bailees was made to the Court and 
prisoner, not to the plaintiffs; nor did the latter act on such 
representation so as to alter their position. But ratification 
does not rest on estoppel, and the answer is not quite so simp/e 
Rowtart, J., suggested that all the company ratified was tlie 
possession of the goods by them by the fact that they were in 
their van at the date of the theft, and not the possession of thie 
goods as carriers. They were bailees, but not carriers, and 
therefore not liable as insurers to the plaintiffs. 


A Wife’s Wearing Apparel. 

A xnvusBanp is bound to maintain his wife and to provide het 
with all legal and conventional necessaries suitable to her 
station in life; and a creditor who supplies such goods, where 
the husband fails to do so, can sue him for their price; and a 
friend who lends the wife money to buy them can, by the equit 
able doctrine of subrogation, step into the creditor’s shoes and 
likewise sue the husband—not for money lent, but as subrogee 
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of a right of action for goods supplied: Harris v. Lee (1 P. 
Wms. 482); Jenner v. Morris (3 De G. F. & J. 45). But the 
husband’s duty is to maintain the wife, not to assign to her 
the subject-matter of the maintenance ; that is to say, he need 
not make her a gift of the necessaries, but can retain his pro- 
perty in them, so far as they are not perishables, and allow 
her merely the user of them; at least, the well-known case of 
Masson Templier & Co. v. De Fries (1909, 2 K. B. 831) may 
reasonably be considered an authority to that effect. But 
which is he presumed to do when nothing is said about gift 
or loan? No doubt he is presumed to make her a gift, at 
least, when the property is wearing apparel, for that is the 
ordinary custom of society. But there appears to be nothing 
to prevent him expressly limiting his bounty to the minimum 
which will satisfy his legal obligation towards his wife, and 
expressly reserving his right of property in the clothes. It 
does not seem a generous thing to do, but, doubtless, there are 
some cases in which it may be the wisest course—for example, 
where a wife is in the habit of pawning clothes to get drink, or 
has run deeply into debt, or for some other reason, possibly not 
attributable to her fault, she is not the safest custodian of the 
garments. And where clear evidence of such an arrangement 
is given, the Court will uphold the husband’s right of property 
against the judgment creditors of the wife: so BarLHacue, J., 
has just decided in Rondeau Legrand & Co. v. Marks (reported 
ante, p. 666). Indeed, in many cases, were the rule otherwise, 
intolerable hardship might be imposed on a husband through 
the practical necessity of making good to the wife the neces- 
saries constantly seized by her creditors 


A League of Nations. 

We are glad to be able to give this week a report of the recent 
Conference of the Legal Profession on the scheme for a League 
of Nations which was held at Westminster on 23rd July, with 
Lord Parmoor in the chair. Of the.various meetings which 
have been held in connection with the scheme, it will, perhaps, 
prove that this is not the least important, and we may express 
the hope that it will be fruitful in results. 

The war has made it for the time impossible to give any 
practical effect to a scheme for general international co-opera- 
tion, and has, naturally, placed difficulties in the way of dis- 
cussing it; but it has received widespread support, and two 
societies—in America, the League to Enforce Peace, in this 
country, the League of Nations Society—have been formed to 
promote it. Of the American society we gave an account last 
autumn (ante, p. 5), and the society received the very em- 
phatic approval of Mr. WiLson in a speech which he addressed 
to it ati Washington on 27th May, 1916. ‘‘ It is clear,’’ he 
said, ‘‘ that the nations must, in future, be governed by the 
same high code of honour that we demand from individuals.’’ 
And he pointed out that the repeated utterances of the lead- 
ing statesmen of most of the belligerent nations made it plain 
that their thought had come to this—that the principle of 
public right must henceforth take precedence over the indi- 
vidual interests of particular nations, and that the nations of 
the world must in some way band themselves together to sex 
that right prevails as against any sort of selfish aggression. 
He claimed, as a fundamental principle, that the world has the 
right to be free from every disturbance to its peace that has 
its origin in aggression and the disregard for the rights of 
peoples and nations. Moreover, he felt justified in saying that 
the United States was willing to become a partner in any 
feasible association of nations formed in order to realize these 
objects and make them secure against violation. This was 
a year before the entry of the United States into the war, but 
that event has in no way diminished Mr. Wixson’s faith in 
the object he so well stated, and most of his utterances since 
have contained references to the necessity of founding the peace 
settlement on a joint agreement for referring disputes to an 
international tribunal—the ‘‘ common covenant ’’ which he 





urged in his message to the Russian Provisional Government, 
to which we refer on another page. 

As we have said, the fact of the war, and in particular the 
circumstances under which it has been and is being carried on, 
have made it very difficult to obtain a proper consideration 


of the scheme here. In general, the objects of the League of 
Nations Society are the same as those of the League to Enforce 
>» . éé¢ ¢ »? 

Peace A distinction is made between justiciable ques 


tions—those arising out of the construction and application of 
treaties, for instance—to which recognized principles of law 
or equity can be applied, and which can be settled on a legal 
basis, and questions which involve a conflict of national aspira- 
tions or economic wants and admit of no such solution; and for 
these two classes different tribunals are suggested—for the 
former, an International Court of Justice; for the latter, a 
Council of Conciliation. But as regards each class of dispute, 
the duty is to be imposed on each member of the League to 
refer the question at issue to the appropriate international 
tribunal before having recourse to war 

So far the matter is easy ; the difficulty arises when this duty 
Is it to be a moral duty only—a counsel 
of perfection—or is there to be a sanction, such as lies behind 
national law? Is the League to be the repository of a com- 
bined force which it can use against a rebel member? On this 
point the American society has the following provision 


has to be enforced 


Art. 3. If any member of the League commits acts of hostility 
against another member before the question between them shall be 
submitted as provided by the first two articles, the remainder of 
the members of the League shall jointly use forthwith their economi: 
and military forces against the member prematurely resorting to 
war and in favour of the member prematurely attacked 


The corresponding provision of the British society is ex 
pressed in more general terms 
Rule LI. 3. That the States which are members of the League 


shall unite in any action necessary for insuring that every member 
shall abide by the terms of the Treaty [i.c., the Treaty referred to 


in Rule III. 1, under which the members bind themselves ‘‘ to use 
peaceful methods for dealing with all disputes arising among 
them *’). 


Apparently this goes further than the rule of the Ameriean 
society, and would bind the members not only to see that the 
question in dispute was referred to a tribunal, but that the 
decree of the tribunal was observed. We have quoted, how 
ever, only from the statement of the general ‘objects of the 
British society contained in its rules, and it appears that in 
fact it has put forward the less ambitious American plan as 
an alternative proposal 

This statement of the objects of the two societies 1s sufficient 
for our present purpose. <A very interesting account of the 
present position of the question was given by Mr. W. H. 
Dickinson, M.P., the chairman of the committee of the League 
of Nations Society, in the Contemporary Review for last 
June. On the general question of a league of nations there 


is, we believe, already much literature available In the 
article (ante, p. 5) already referred to we mentioned the useful 
contribution which Mr. J. A. Hopson made in ‘‘ Towards 


International Government That was first published in 
1915. <A later work, and one which will be found to deal 
very fully with the practical difficulties of the question, is 
Mr. H. N. Braitsrorp’s ‘‘ A League of Nations’’ (Ieadley 
Bros.), which is dated this year, but was written during the 
summer of 1916 and finished in the last days of October. The 
continual changes of the war probably produce some changes 
of detail in the views of those who give close study to the 
matter, but in essentials the principles remain the same 

We should hesitate on this occasion, even if space and time 
permitted, to offer any criticisms or observations of our own. 
That we are in sympathy with the movement we need hardly 
say. We prefer to leave our readers to consider the very able 
and interesting speeches which were made at the recent confer- 
ence. Naturally, for a British audience the position of Ger- 
many creates a difficulty, and yet, when the mat#er is consi- 
dered at leisure, it is apparent that a league of nations from 
which a great Power is excluded has small chance of a success- 
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ful career Lord Parmoor and Lore “HAW urge some measure 
of disarmament as an essential! cor. dition We have before 
called attention to Sir Epwarp Fry’s advocacy of this course. 


The necessity of a ‘‘ sanction ’’ is, we believe, assumed by all 
the speakers, but, save in conjunction with disarmament, it 
opens out terrible possibilities Sir Freperitck Po.iocKk 


postulates an international sheriff; but in a world of com- 


petitive armaments this would only reproduce the present 
tragedy, and we gather that he regards a limitation of arma 
ments as essential But we have no intention of suggesting 
difficulties These will be very plentifully forthcoming when 
an attempt is made to give the scheme practical shape The 
hopeful point is that, unless the conditions under which the war 
ends wreck the whole scheme, there will be such a volume oi 
sentiment in its favour that difficulties should be surmounted 


r T . 
[The Normal Perils of the 
Highway. 
I] 

A YOUNG city merchant 1s spending his brief Whitsuntide 
holiday, it. company with his wife, in an agreeable rural tour 
on their tandem bicycle One day, a they are coming down 
an incline on a curving road, they scan in front of them an 
unattended carthorse—or, if you please, a flock of about twenty 
unattended sheep—in the road, and so they very properly 
apply their breaks and slow down The horse, however—o1 
one of the sheep—crosses the road, comes in contact with the 
bicycle, and, as a result, the machine is wrecked and the lady 
eriously hurt and slightly disfigured Inquiry leaves no doubt 
that the horse—-o1 heep had been placed by the owner or 
1 a field adjoining the road, and that it 


occupier, a farmer, 1 
had escaped therefrom through a defective hedge on to this 
curving road On an application being made to the farmer 
for some recompense, his well-read solicitor, in reply, submits 
that there is no duty on the owner, or the occupier, of land 


which adjoins an highway to keep jus ammals off that highway, 


or to fence such land so as to prevent his animals getting on to 
that highway: that that was a complete answer to the 
applicant’s demand, and would be so even if the applicant 
were in a position to pro affirmatively vice in the horse and 
a habit in it to stray on the highway and to ‘‘ go for ’’ bicyclist 


and other 
Is this contention tenable? Must this lady, in these days of 


compensation, go without any solatium? Will the pl ictical 
minded merchant be pleased to heat that a well-known maxim 
applies, and that that maxim 1s, ¢7 dan no abs¢ we Mmeuria no 
oritur actio’ These, surely, are questions as curious and im 


portant to the publi iny the reader considered in perusing 


the previous article on our present subject 


The position seems to be shortly thi Apart from the 
guarded provisions of the Publie Health Acts Amendment 
Act, 1907 (7 Ed. 7, «. 53, s. 31), or those of any local inclosure 


Act, and from any duty to fence imposed by prescription or 
otherwise, there is no obligation, either at common law or under 
the Highway Acts, upon a landowner or occupier to fence his 
property from the adjacent highway And this is so even 
where the absence of a sufficient fence constitutes a danger to 
members of the public Potter v. Parry (7 W. R. 182. 23 J. P 
644); Goodwyn v. Cheveley (4 H. & N., p. 634). Under ordi 
n an ordinary highway, it is no breach of 


nary circumstance ; 
duty towards a member of the public for such owner or occupier 
not to prevent harmless domestic animals uch as cattle, dogs, 
and sheep—from straying on the highway 


fowls, horses. pig 
} 


And it would make no difference whether the claim was based 


on negligence or on a nuisance in the highway It is true that, 
under the Highway Act, 1864 (27 & 28 Vict 101), s. 25, 
certain penalties may be imposed on the owner of anv horse, 
mare, gelding, bull, ox. cow, heifer, steer, calf, mule, as 

heep, lamb, goat, kid or swine that is found straying on or 


lying about any highway, or across any part thereof, or by the 
sides thereof, except on such parts of any highway as pass over 


any common, or waste, or inclosed ground ; but that is merely a 





modern penal enactment for the protection of the public, 
enforceable before the magistrates. The Legislature, it should 
be observed, did not think fit to go so far as to enact a positiv: 
prohibition against an owner permitting the animals named 
to stray, or to impose a positive obligation upon him so as to 
render him liable to a civil action, or even to reduce, much less 
eclipse, the doctrine of the common law which he can plead in 
any action that may be commenced against him in relation to 
his straying animals. 

In this connection it is well carefully to bear im mind that 
in general, the strips of waste at the side of an highway, ani 
the soil of that highway to the middle of the road, belong to the 
owner of the adjoining land. It is most probable that most 
public ways were unfenced when first dedicated, and that the 
majority of the landowners subsequently found it advisable, 
when traffic increased and strangers multiplied, to erect fences 
to prevent their crops from being spoiled, the public, w 
had been granted or had acquired an inch, taking the pro 
verbial ell. It could hardly be thought, or justly held, that, 
by such preventive measures on the part of some landowners, 
1 further dedication was universally made or implied enlars 
ing the public rights relative to the now fenced highways 
against those landowners; @ fortiori, the public rights against 
landlords in general in respect of all and every publi 
way. In short, we apprehend that when the public originally 
acquired the right to pass and repass along a way, pausing 
only for such time as is reasonable and usual when a person is 
using a highway as such, such acquisition was naturally sub- 
ject to all the normal dangers of user ; while, on the other hand, 
the landowners were entitled, subject to this limited right, to 
do what they willed with their own. The presence of domesti: 
inimals on an highway is not, according to the experience of 
past years, inconsistent with the reasonable safety of any num 
ber of the public using the way; and, in any case, we submit 
that, by the terms of dedication—which an uninformed and 
possibly ungrateful democracy is apt to forget—he must put 
up with such mischief as may arise from an act which is natural 
te such animals, 

) 


War Aims 

.* 

(Continued from page 664.) 
Tne Errecr or THe Russtan REVOLUTION (CONTINUED). 

We referred last week to the Proclamation of the Provisional 
Government of 9th April, with its deciaration against schemes of 
iwerandisement It should be remembered that this produced a 
very quick response from Austria-Hungary in a statement which 
the Adstro- Hungarian Government caused to be. published on 
15th April, and in which it declared that its aims were the same as 
‘It may be stated that the Austro-Hungarian Govern- 
Russian Provisional Government are in the same 


+ 








Russia's 
ment and the 
manner striving for a peace honourable to both parties” ; and 1 
was suggested that it should not be diffteult to find a way to an 
understanding. This overture, as is well known, has led at present 
to no result 

And the references we have made to the documents incident! il 
to the establishment of the Provisional Government would not | 
complete without mention of the Message of 10th June sent 
President Wintsox -to that Government In view of the new 
partnership between the American pec ple and Russia, he desired to 
state again the objects the United States had in mind in entering 
the war America, he said, sought no material profit or aggran- 
disement of any kind ‘ She is fighting for no advantage or selfish 
object of her own, but for the liberation of peoples everywhere from 
the aggression of autocratic foree.’’ And after a reference to the 
attempt of the German Government to obtain pledges that the wa! 
would end in the restoration of the status quo ante, he said 


Vv 


It was the status quo ante out of which this iniquitous wal 
issued forth, the power of the Imperial German Government 
within the Empire and its widespread domination and influence 
outside of that Empire. That stafus must be altered in such 
fashion as to prevent any such hideous thing from ever 
happening again 

We are fighting again for the liberty, the self-government 
and the undictated development of all peoples, and every 
feature of the settlement that concludes this war must be 
conceived and executed for that purpose. Wrongs must first 
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be righted, and then adequate safeguards must be created to 
prevent their being committed again. Remedies must be 
found, as well as statements of principle that will have a 
pleasing and sonorous sound Practical questions can be 
settled only by practical means. Phrases will not accomplish 
the result. Effective readjustments will; and whatever re- 
adjustments are necessary must be made, 

“But they must follow a principle, and that principle is 
plain. No people must be forced under a sovereignty under 
which it does not wish to live No territory must change 
hands except for the purpose of securing those who inhabit it 
a fair chance of life and liberty. No indemnities must be 
insisted on except those that constitute payment for manifest 
wrongs done. No readjustments of power must be made except 
such as will tend to secure the future peace of the world and 
the future welfare and happiness of its peoples. 

And then the free peoples of the world must draw together 
in a common covenant, some genuine and practical co-opera 
tion that will in effect combine their force to secure peace and 


justice in the dealings of nations with one another. The 
brotherhood of mankind must no longer be a fair but empty 
phrase. It must be given a structure of force and reality 


The nations must realize their common life and effect a work 
able partnership to secure that life against the aggressions of 
autocratic and self-pleasing power 
This was Mr. Witson’s comment on the formula “ no annexa- 
tion and no indemnities. It would take us beyond the scope of 
these articles, which are primarily concerned with State declara 
tions or documents, to refer to other comments on the same 
formula, but we may recall Mr. Asquirn’s examination of it in the 
House of Commons on 16th May Mr. Witson’s Message was 
prompted by the approaching visit of the American Delegation to 
Russia, and a formal Note, stating generally the object of the visit, 
was sent shortly afterwards and was published on 18th June. 
Once again Mr. Witson insisted that the struggle was against 
German autocracy, which is the gravest menace to all democratic 
Governments. The supreme object was to render harmless that 
Government. “Only then can come a permanent and universal 
peace, the hope of all peoples.’ 


GERMANY 


We have already stated that up to the beginning of the present 
year the war aims of Germany had to be gathered from her acts 
rather than from any explicit statement she had made. There 
have been recently three declarations of importance ; that of Her 
von BetuMann-Houtiwee in the Reichstag on 15th May: that of 
Herr Micwaenis on 19th July, soon after taking office: and the 
Reichstag resolution of about the same date sETHMANN-HOLLWEG 
still declined to make any explicit statement. He referred to 

fundamental principles,” which, he said, “found solemn expres 
sion in the peace offer made ec njointly with our Allies on 12th 
December, 1916°’; but he said that in a debate on war aims the 
only guide for him was an early and satisfactory conclusion of the 
war. “ Beyond that I cannot do anything, and I cannot say any- 
thing. . Even to-day I see no readiness for peace on the part of 
Great Britain and France, and no abandonment of their excessive 
aims of conquest or economic destruction.” On his part he 
leclined to lay down a programme of conquest. ‘We did not go 
to war, and we are not fighting now against almost the whole, 
world in order to make conquests, but only to secure our existence 
ind firmly to establish the future of the nation.” But to Russia 
he held out an offer of reconciliation. If she renounced all 
violent plans of conquest, and desired to re-establish peaceful 
relations, they would not be prevented by any demands incon 
sistent with the ideal of the freedom of nations I do not doubt 
that an agreement aiming exclusively at a mutual understanding 
could be obtained which would exclude every thought of oppression 
and le ave behind no sting « f discord “a 

This offer to Russia, though it may have had some effect, has, s« 
far, been counterbalanced by other influences, and has not resulted 
in a separate peace any more than that of Austria-Hungary The 
declarations of Bernmann-Hotiwee as regards Germany's own aims 
seem not to have gone far enough to keep him in office. His suc- 
cessor’s opening speech was made in the Reichstag on 19th July 
The war, he said, was caused by Russia’s mobilisation. To have 
participated in a conference while that proceeded would have been 
political suicide And similarly the submarine war was forced 
upon Germany through England's illegal blockade, by which she 
prevented neutral trade with Germany and proclaimed a war of 
rine warfare is accomplishing all, and 


starvation The subn 


more than all that is expected of it.” As to the duration of the 
war, “Germany.” he said did not wish for war, and did not 
strive for expansion of her power by violence Therefore she will 
not prosecute the war a single day longer after an honourable peace 





is obtainable merely to make «x nquests of violence.” And afte 
stating that they wished to conclude peace as those who had suc 
cessfully carried through their purpose, and that Germany had 
proved itself unconquerable, he detined the German aims as 
follows 


First of all, the territory of the Fatherland is in lable 
With an enemy who demands part of our Empire we cannot 
parley. If we make peace we must in the first line make sure 
that the frontiers of the German Empire are made secure for 
all time 

We must by means of in understand nye al rive ind 
take (Ausgleich) guarantee the conditions of existen the 
German Empire upon the Continent and overseas Peace must 


build the foundation of a lasting reconciliation of the nations 
It must, as is expressed in your resolution, prevent the nations 


from being plunged into further enmity through economi 


blockades, and provide a safeguard that the k ue in arms of 
our opponents does not develop i an econon offensive 
alliance against us. These aims may be attained within the 


limits of your resolution as I interpret if 

We cannot again offer peace We have lovya stretched 
out our hand once and met with no response, bu it] 
entire nation, with the German Army and its lead n accord 


with this declaration, the Government feels that if our enemies 


abandon their lust for conquest and their aims of subjugation 
and wish to enter into negotiations we shall listen honestly 
and ready for peace, to what they have to say to us Until 
then we must hold out calmly, patiently, and courageously.” 


As regards the Reichstag resolution to which the new Chancello 
referred, and which was submitted on behalf of the Centre 
Socialist and Liberal Parties, it is sufficient to state that it was 
passed on 19th July by 214 to 116, and was in the followin 
terms ; 
Just as on 4th August, 1914, so on the threshold of the 


fourth year of war the words of the speech from the Throne 

No desire for conquest impels us,’ are valid fo the German 
people. Germany assumed arms fot the defence of het free 
dom and independence and of her territorial possessions. The 
Reichstag strives for a peace b agreement and tf L pel 


*al 
manent reconciliation of the nations 
The forcible acquisition of territory and political, economi 
or financial usurpation are incam patible with such a peace 


The Reichstag rejects all plans which strive for economic ex 
clusion and animosities between peoples after the wa Phe 
: , 
freedom of the seas must be assured Keonomiec peace aion 
| t} 


will render possible a- frien lly community of life among 
nations. The Reichstag will energetically promote the organ 
ization of international law 


So le ng however, as the h stile Governments do not accept 


such a peace, so long as Germany and her Allies are threatene | 
with conquests and usurpation, the German pe ple w ind 
ts righ ina 


together as one man and endure and fight until 1 

the right of its Allies, its life and its development, are 
The Reichstag knows that in this proclamation If ts at one 
with the men who in heroic conflict defend the Fatherland 
Imperishable gratitu le Is assured them 

An attempt on 26th July t induc the 
endorse this resolution was de r 


An answer to Herr MIcHAELIS wa \ 
Lioyp (AEORGI but we should first refer to the Premiet sper 


at Glasgow on 29th June Speeches made to popu od a a 


are not perhaps, strictly State declaration . ind « . " een ; 
Lroyp Grorce they are | picturesque to be the veh e for ‘ 7 
statement; but, considering his | tion and influen e, it is ise “ 
to extract the main idea Belgium was the | . 
German statesman had ever said he wou | r t the nde] ! ! 
of Belgium As to the German colonies lich Grea 5 lin : is 
charged with wanting, that was a tte te . | . 
Peace Congress and the ttlement must t ! mn - 
sentiments of the people themselves Phe peace on tions rs 
be upon such an equitable basis that nat = " i] ; oa ‘ a és 


listurb them; and the best guarantee a 
be the democratization of the German 


No one wishes to dictat the German people the form ot 


1 e } ‘ ie f rT itter 
government under which they choose t a 1 matte 
. ‘ 4 ht u Pe 1 cay we mil 
entirely for themselves ; but it is right 
: free (,overn! nt in trermany 


enter into negotiations with a 
with a different attitude of mind. a 
spirit, with less suspicion with more « 


{iff ent temper! a different 


nfidence, than we ¢ uld 


; } ] inat v the 
with a Government whom we knew e a = vated : 
avcressive and arrogant spirit of Prussian militar - an 
the 7) hy wling 
the Allied Governments would, in my judgment wting 
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wisely if they drew “that ‘distincti n in their general attitude f 


in a discussion of the terms of peace 

Mr. Lioyp GrorGe's answer to Herr MicnatLis was given at 
the Queen's Hall on 23rd July, at a meeting held in celebration of 
Belgian Independence Day. He tock the new Chancellor's speech 
as an indication that the German authorities had elected for war, 
and as containing no hope for Belgium ; and he repeated the desire 


for a free Germany We can make peace with a free Germany. 
It is with a Germany minated by autocracy that we cannot make 
any terms of peace Po tl Herr Micnar.is replied on 28th July 
with a charge that Frat with the approval of Great Britain 
and formerly of Russia, had planned the conquest not only of 
\lsace-Lorraine, but of other territory up to the left bank of the 
Rhine; and the Chancellor protestel his agreement with the 


Reichstag resolution, which implied also that the enemy must 
renounce any idea of conquest (mm the same date Count CzeERNIS, 
the Austrian Foreign Minister, supported the Reichstag resolution 


as a sincere effort towards an honourable peace by understanding. 
(ine further stage in this ntrovers f belligerent statesmen was 
reached in Mr. Lioyvyp Grorce’'s War Aims speech at the 
(Queen's Hall on 4th August, when the short demand was made for 

restoration’; that is, primarily, of Belgium So far the Kaiser 
has not learned the alphabet of peace. The first letter in that 
alphabet is restoration Then we will talk And “ there must be 
no next time.”’ War must now be eliminated from among the 
tragedies of human life Serbia was expressly included in the 
demand fcr restoration in a further speech by Mr. Luoyp Grorce 


at a lunch given by the Serbian Society on 8th August in honour 
of the Serbian Prime Ministe1 


We have made no sey te reference to France, but the position 
of that tion of the occupied 
territory she of course intends to achieve, and also the return of 


count S we known The restora 


Alsace-Lorraine and compensation for damage done This is 
recorded in the resolution of the Chamber of Deputies passed on 
5th June by 455 votes to 55 as a result of a de bate « n the giving of 
passports to Socialist log Stockholn It was as follows 
The Chamber i Deput es, the «direct expression of the 
sovereignty of the French people, sends greetings to the 
Russian and other Allied democracies 
Endorsing the unanimous protest uttered in 1871 in the 
National Assem! by the representatives of Alsace-Lorraine, 
torn from France in her despite, ithe Chamber declares that it 
awaits from the war forced upon Eur pe by the aggression of 
Imper slist (ier t the liberation of the invaded territories, 


the return of Alsa Lorraine to the mother-country, and just 
reparat n for damage done 

Removed from all thought of conquest and of the enslave 
ment of foreign peoples, the Chamber relies upon the efforts of 
the Armies of the Republic and of the Allied Armies to enable 
it when Prussian militarism has been struck down to obtain 
dence for pe« ples great 


lasting guarante f peace and indepet 

and small in the already prepared organization of a society of 
nations 

It trusts the Government to obtain these results by the 
co-ordinated militar inal diple matic action of all the Allies. 
and rejecting ill amendments passes tf the order of the day.” 
There are, of course, other cons derations than those referred to 
above. but it would be beyond our scope te deal with them. The 
cases of Italy and the Balkan States, other than Serbia, raise 
questions which are prominent in the war. and which will be 
prominent at the ttlement which will end the war. These we 
must leave Perhaps the foregoing summary will be found useful! 
for bringing together the au which the various leading belliger 


ents have publ 4 ly innounce | 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


SENIOR v. BRODSWORTH MAIN COLLIERY CO. (LIM) No. 2 
12th and 13th July 

Workmen's CompensatTion—Personat Insurny By ACCIDENT—WHETHER 
Acctpent ‘ Arose Ov or Hrs Employment —Coiirer COMPELLED 
tro Evacuate His Bowets—Use or PLrace OTHER THAN THAT PRO- 
VIDED In Accorpance with Coat Mine Recvtations—RvUn Over By 
TRAIN white Crossinc Ramwway Line—Apvnrp Pert.—WoORKMEN’S 
Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58), s. 1 


{ workman employed by the respondents in a fitting shop above 


ground at their colliery, u hile crossing a line of railway was Tun over 
and injured The evidence was that on the day of the accident he was 
suffering from diarrhea. He had had to relieve himaelf several times 
that day, and about 4.530 in the afternoon he found it necessary again to 


perform that function. There was a set of privies provided by t/ 
respondents apecially for the use of fitters close oy the fitting sh 
where he worked. Instead, however, of using that sanitary conver 
énce, or going to any other of the sets of privies provided, he went t 
place which was distant some 200 or 300 yards away from the fitting 
shop where there was a ‘dirt tip,’ and round which trees and bush 
were growing that would screen kin from observation. In order to get 
to this place he had to cross many dangerous sidings and railway lir 
The county court judge decided that the accident did not * arise t 
of” the applicant's employment, and made his award for the employ 

Held, that the award waa right 

Appeal by the workman from a decision of the learned judge 
Doncaster County Court holding that the injury by accident in resp< 
of which the applicant sought compensation was due to an added 
to which he had exposed himself, and was not incidental to his emp! 
ment, or due to the nature therefore. The facts are sufficiently indicated 
in the headnote. 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., after stating the facts, said there was a gener 
regulation made by the Home Secretary (Regulation 3) under the ( 
Mine Acts which provided that ‘ no person shall relieve his bowels 
the surface, except in one of the conveniences provided in accorda 

vith the foregoing regulations.’’ There were then details for t 
sanitary conveniences—the separation of the conveniences for men 1 
women and so forth. The learned judge found that the accident did 
not arise out of this man’s employment. He found that there 
conveniences provided by the employers very much nearer to where 
was working than the spot he went to. It was urged that there was a 
privy near the dirt tip, and that that being so, he must be treated as 
being still within the ambit of nis employment, ‘and going to a place to 
which he was authorized to go, and there was some evidence that h: 
had been sent there a few days previously to repair a pump. The 
answer to that contention was that on this occasion he went to t! 
place, not for any purpose of his employers, not for a purpose authorized 
at all, but for a purpose absolutely forbidden His lordship referred to 
Baker v. Earl of Bradford (9 B. W. C. C. 70) The peril to which 
this man exposed himself was not incidental to his employment ; it " 
not due to the nature of his employment; it arose from an added pe: 
due entirely to his own conduct, and conduct of such a character that 
he was transgressing one of the rules made for the benefit of th: 
workers in collieries. On these facts the learned county court jud 
could come to the conclusion that in this case what the workman v 
doing he was doing in an unreasonable and expressly forbidden 
and that in so doing it he incurred the peril which, unfortunaté 
resulted in the accident to himself. 

Bankes, L.J., said there was one special feature in this case. The ro 

which the workman took on the occasion that he was injured was not 
a route he was forbidden to use—indeed, it was a route which for some 
purposes he was authorized to use. The case resolved itself, therefore, 
into this : The man chose to cross these lines in order to reach a plac¢ 
where he could do something which was not within the scope of his 
ordinary work, and which he desired to reach for the purpose of doing 
something he knew he was forbidden to do. In his opinion the judge 
was justified in drawing the inference that on the occasion when this 
man met with his accident he was, as a matter of fact, acting outside 
the sphere of his employment. 
Wararnoton, L.J., in agreeing, referred to Lord Sumner’s judgme: 
in Lancashire and York shire Railway ry 0. YW, Highle y (ant 
p. S77: 1917, A. C., at p. 372) Appeal dismissed.—Counsri 
for the appellant, Cyril Atkinson. K.C., and Harold Smith; for th 
respondents, Shakespeare and W. de BR. Herbert Soricrrors 
Dundes vibile d& Dehn, for Rufus Hartley, Doncaster ; Jackson & Jackson, 
for Gichard 4: Gummer, Rotherham. 


[Reported by Ensxins Reip, Barrieter-at-Law.) 


‘ 


Re MASSON. MORTON v. MASSON AND OTHERS. No. 2 
19th July, 

Wirtt—Constrectrion—Girt or Books, PICTURES AND PRINTS . . . ANP 

Orner Hovsenotp Errects—ALBums or VALUABLE PostaGe Stamp 

Stamps Mountep on CarRps 

Held, that a valuable collection of postage stamps did not pass under 

a gift to the testator’s wife of ‘‘ books, pictures and prints . d 

other household effects,’ but fell into residue 

Re Fortlage (60 Soticrrors’ JournaL, 527; 1916, W. N. 214) t 

followed 

Decision of Eve, J. 

reverse d 


(reported 61 Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, p 491), 


Appeal from a decision of Eve, J., on an originating ——- taken 
out by the trustees of the late Sir David Parkes Masson, C.I.E., to 
have determined whether a collection of stamps which had Yom valued 
for probate at upwards of £10,000 passed under a gift to his w 
Lady Masson, of his ‘* books, pictures and prints . and other ho 
hold effects.”’ The defendants to the summons, other than Lady 
Masson, submitted that the collection did not pass to Lady Masson, but 
formed part of the residue of the testator’s estate. Eve, J., following 
Re Fortlage (60 Soticrrors’ Journat, 527), held that the collecti 
passed to Lady Masson under the terms of the gift. The oth: 
defendants interested in the estate subject to the life interest of ¢! 
testator’s widow, appealed. 

Swinren Eapy, L..J., said that at the time of his death the testat: 
was possessed of a very valuable collection of postage stamps. A 








o @.68 aus Ges Gee 


oo mt bet ot oe 


a ee ee 


pl 


ur 
de 








: 








August 11,1917 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 61.| 677 








portion of the collection consisted of Indian and Ceylon stamps, and 
these were mounted in albums, and the remainder were mounted on 
cards, which were tied up in separate bundles. It was said that the 
collection included several million stamps, and when the testator re- 
turned to India in 1912 the collection was deposited with a bank at 
Farnham, where it remained till after his death. By his will, dated 
23rd April, 1906, Sir David Masson. who died in December, 1915, gave 
his wife for her own use pecuniary legacy and his 
jewellery, plate, linen, china, glass, books, pictures, prints, furniture, 
wines, liqueurs, and other consumable stores and other household effects, 
and all his carriages and He gave all his and personal 
property not otherwise disposed of to trustees upon trust to sell and 
onvert the same and invest the proceeds, and pay the annual income 
to his wife for life, and after her death to his daughter Mrs Stanley 
Creek. Eve, J i held that the st amp colle tion passed to Lady Masson 


absolutely a all 


horses real 


under the gift to her of books, pictures, prints and other household 
effects, and decided the questi raised by the summons taken out by 
the trustees of the will in her favour, and the other defendants who 
were interested in the residue of the estate, tter nversion, on the 
death of Lady Masson now app iled It wa sought to uphold the 
learned Judge's decision on the ground that the collection came within 
one or other of the words of the gift He thought that the collection 
was not eyusdem generis with either books, pictures, or prints, because 


In his viev 
India and 


Thit rely accessory to 


those words were inapt to include a collection of 
the albums which contained the 
Ceylon stamps—were not books 
the stamps, and used aS a means of keeping tne 
stamps. The stamps, and not the mitained them, 
what constituted its value. There was no substantial difference between 


the collection in the albums and the collections on the cards. Then it 


stamps. 
most the 


The albums were 
convenient 


valuable stamps 


were 


album whi was 


was argued that, at any rate, the stamps came within the words 
“* picture ind ‘‘ prints,’’ because some of the stamps had pictures on 
them, were themselves pictures in miniature, and all of them were 
printed. But, again, the words ‘‘ pictures’’ and “ prints ’’ were, in his 
view, inapt to include stamps, and for the same reason they were not 


fi 

included in the expression ‘‘or other hi effects.” The 
lection therefore did not under any of the words of specifi 
bequest, but fell into residue. His lordship added that he was by no 
means satisfied that the decision in He Fortlage (60 Soticrrors’ 
JouRNAL, 527; 1916, W N 214), in which Peterson, J., decided that 
a collection of postage stamps passed under a specific gift of ‘‘ books, 
pictures and other household effects ’’ to the testator’s wife ought to be 
upheld. The case was noted in the W. N., but was not reported in the 
Law Reports. A note in the W. N., he an insufficient 
report for Eve, J., to have founded his decision in the present case 
upon, inasmuch as such a note did not purport to be a report of th: 
case, but was merely a note intended for the guidance of solicitors and 
barristers in matters of prac tice The case of Re Fortlage had not been 
reported elsewhere at any greater length, so that it remained a decision 
the facts of which were insufficiently stated in th. 
there were of it, to erable him to express any definite opinion as to 
whether it was rightly or wrongly decided He was not prepared to 
base his own decision upon it, and for the reasons he had given he 
thought the appeal should be allowed. 

3ANKES, L.J., concurred 

WararinctTon, L.J., in agreeing, expressed the hope that this case 
would not be reported as deciding any principle, because no question of 
principle was really involved in the decision at all.—Counsri, F 
Baden Fuller, for the appellants ; Whitmore Richards. for ady Masson ; 
J. 1. Stirling, for the trustees of the will. Sonrcrrors. for all parties, 
Latteys & Hart. 


[Reported by Exsxine Reip. Barrister-at-Law.! 
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thought, was 


report such a 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


THE BRISTOL CORPORATION v. SINNOTT AND OTHERS. 
Neville, J. 5th July. 

NOTICE TO 

DISCRETION OF 

Pustic Heattu Act, 


Loca, GOVERNMENT 
Limit or Time 
WAIVER 


Make Up a Roap— 

INVALID NOTICE 
55), s. 150 

150 of 


FRONTAGERS TO 
Loca, AUTHORITY 
1875 (38 & 39 Vict. « 


Where a local authority issues a notice, under section the 


Public Health ict, 1878, requiring frontaqers to make up a road not 
being a highway repairable by the inhabitants at large, the local 
authority must exercise a discretion in fixing a reasonable time in 
which the frontager can carry out the work. and where they have 


exercised such discreti in, but have fixed a time proved to be too short, 
such discretion iz not improperly exercised. But where it was proved 
that the local authority had qot the hahit of weuing @ common 
form notice giving month's for the completion of the work, 
and that month was proved to he qrossly insufficient, 

Held, that no discretion had been exercised at all. and the notice was 
invalid. 

In this case the defendant was the owner of land abutting on a road 
which was not a highway repairable by the inhabitants at large. The 
plaintiffs, who were the highway authority for the district, served, on 
10th March, 1914, on the defendant and other frontagers a notice, 
under section 150 of the Public Health Act, 1875, requiring the 
defendants, in the terms of the section, to make up the road “ within 


into 


one time 


one 


calendar month fr 


ts claimed 


defendan 





m the dats 


that the TK 


[Reported by L. M 


of the service "’ of 


ordered t be done 








Mar, Barrister et-law.] 


The 
Was unnecessary, 
} 


ir land 


the notice. 





They suggested that the plaintiffs should purchase a part of th 
for a public recreation ground, and then they would acquiesce in the 
notice rhis offer the plaintiffs would not accept. On 8th June, 1914, 
the defendant, not havimg started ‘ rks, the plaintiffs commenced 
them themselves, and took four ! ths to complete them, and pro- 
eeded to apportion the expenses, the amount apportioned to the defen- 
dants being more than one thousand pound Ine detendants did not 
dispute the accuracy of the apportionment, but appealed against it to 
the Local Government Board unde tio r f the Act, on the 
und that the notice was bad, as not expressing a reasonable time for 
npletion of the work At ingul before the Board it was 
inti ed that the Board were prepared t ke the orde nfirming 
the apportionment, and the defenda thereupon withdrew their appeal, 
ith the appr il of the Board, but they did not mply with the 
lemand for pay t » the plaintif ed this summons for the usual 
jeclarati “charge and other equential relief. The defendants 
elied on their object to the validity of the notice. The town clerk 
deposed tl t was mn form for il authoriti ind that it had 
been the ] tice of the } tiffs, t rt in their notices of this 
haracter ern th as the period duri: hich tl vork was to be 
x ited t ‘ ‘ 1 i by owner hat h period was 
ly ¢ the tir { ! e up their mind hether they 
uld d themselv« r neal i i t leave the 
il author to do it. and not to fix the time in wl | rk must 
tua b pleted und that, in fact nsiderable ititude was 
ildowe t time of mplet f the ! here ers did it 
Nevitte, J., after st t vet iid I ha ne to t yn 
lu that this not i 1 | 4 150 of the Act 
equil reasonable time t f the works 
ind a al authority, when acting u that ti ht to exercise 
their discretion, and fi + reasor time rt 1 of the 
rks. and if ti / fide t) fixed at that 7 ed to be tor 
rt } ner unnot object tl t tim too shor nd that the 
discret improperly exercised. But here the t have exer 
ised » discretion at all, and have got into + habit of using a 
mmon form notice n t} 1 that time 1 the present sé 
i sl suffi nt f t} | ! The notice is t efore invalid, 
An owner can sive ar irre irity in tl not but the defendants 
ve in! ’ ‘ d ti I r } tl ted to estop 
then es from objecting to the ilidit f the t Che summons 
n t be dismissed with { COUNSEI Ver Kt ind G. R 
Vorthcote Kinashury. Sorrerrors, Robins, Hay, & ¢ for BE. J 
Taylor, Bristol: Lowndes d ¢ f (). WH. Sinnott, Brist 


King’s Bench Dyivision. 








GRIGG v. SMIT Div. Court. 26th July. 

A) TERATION OF MiILK—DerICIENCY « Mitk Far— irk as DRAWN 
FI HK CoV IN LETE ALILKIN¢ NATURE, SUBSTANCE, AND 
QUA DEMANDED SALI Foop AND Drve \ 75 (38 & 39 
Vi f 
1 f / 4 / fhout any 
fdit yf / / / lt wae, 
vu Le fi He fat, and Li tices. om 

. r j \ i f ) ler 1875, 
to he h due t j the t lked on 
the ju f t p / if j the 

/ a / / 

Held. 4 » Hur R rd 60 SoLIcrrol JOURNAL, 588 
L9L¢ A. B. 44 t } Hence lea t | j heen 
mitted, f u / t had } / the 

Appea 1 a case ited by istics I tor 
inde Sale of I | 1 Drug Act, 187 fe of 
t t ident 1 lal a tl pint 
of mil Phe } l | 1 fu 
milked, but t . 4 ut ’ ! ul ow, 
nd dsthe bstra npuritic vas 
vided bstracted n tl O ilys ( sold it 

is f 1 1 so t 1, that t n lef - 

to tl t of 13 per t a ial pe i me 
yreement | ‘ e parties let is e! h ed 
t Sample tm iKé four da iter, wi i my 
milked ! 1 0.9 pel nt in fat The 1 } | yas 
moned under ction 6 of the Sa f | 1 and Dru \ 1875 
sel ig it il ol I itu i ' - 
quality purchaser Phe found 
tne mi cw last fr n the ¢ id tain more 
fat tha } r, and that the deficie f fat in the milk 
sold to the appellant was due to the way the sondent had milked 
th yw, dismissed the information, holding that, as the milk had been 
sold as it came from the cow, it is of the natut substance and 
quality demanded ind that the é ndent i mmitted the 
offen e charged 

Viscount Reapine, C.J 1id that he found it impossible to get over 
the de m of Hunt Richardson (supra), which governed the present 
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of three judges against two, that 
as the milk was milk as it came from the cow, and therefore genuine 
substance and quality demanded by the 


case, where was held by a majority 


milk, it was of the nature 


purchaser, and that the conviction of the seller of the milk was wrong. 
In that case, as in th there was an attempt to shew that the milk 
must contain 3 per cent. of milk fat. But it does not follow that 
unless the ontains this amount there is an offence committed 
What ia me t s that f the milk does not contain this percentage 
there is a} umptic that mething has been added or abstracted; 
but this ‘ I met by evidence, and if this is satisfactory to the 
Court, then the presumy; m has been met, and no offence is com 
mitted We re bound by //unt Richardson upra), but, without 
expressit ny pinion t polics it ould seem that it is desirable 
for the authorities to review the position of the cases, and to deter 
mine whether r not there should be action by the Legislature Accord 
ing to the law stands at present, milk can be sold to the public, 
ss it wa the present case, with a marked deficiency in milk fat, 
23 compared with milk usually sold The result is that it is open to 
the farmer to retain for himself the better quality of the milk, and to 
sell to the pul the inferior quality The appeal in the present 
ase must be ad i sed 

Rrptey and Arkrs, JJ., gave judgment to the same effect.—Counsst, 
f PF Lowenthal tor the appell int: the re spondent did not appear 
SonimciTror Ward, Bowte, d& Ca for 7 NW Walthall & Pritchard, 


Birmingha 
[Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


* 
New Orders, &c. 
New Statutes. 
On 2nd August the Royal Assent was given to the following Acts : 
Finanee Act, 1917 
Consolidated Fund (N Act, 1917; 
Confirmation of Executors (War Service) (Scotland) Act. 1917: 
Wesleyan Methodist Appointments during the War) Act, 1917: 
Compan tes Partners as to Directors Act, 1917; 
Local Government (Allotments and Land Cultivation) (Ireland 
Act, 1917 


Naval Discipline Act, 1917; 
Public Works Loans Act, 1917: 


and to a large number of Local, Provisional Orde ind Private Acts. 


County Court Rules. 
BILLETING OF CIVILIANS) Rutes, 1917, paTep 31s? 
Juty, 1917 
Continued from p. 668 
APPENDIX. 
l 


Application for ¢ 


Tue County Covrti 


‘ rtifc ate 


In the County Court of holden at 
In the Matter of the Billeting of Civilians Act, 1917 
Bet ween 
A.B., 
(address and description 
Applicant, 
and 
C.D., 
(address and deac ription 


Respondent. 


Take Notice, that you are hereby summoned to attend at this Court 
[or tf the application ts to be made to the Registrar at his office, at the 


office of the Registrar of this Court situate at ] on 
day of at the hour of in the 
noon, on the hearing of an application on the part of of 


, on whom you were billeted, for a certificate 
of the amount which he is entitled to receive as compensation for 
damage done by you to his premises situate at (describing 
them), and the contents thereof while so billeted ; and for an order pro 
viding for the costs of the application 

AND FURTHER TAKE NOTICE, that if you do not attend in person or 
by your solicitor at the time and place above mentioned such proceed- 
ings will be had and certificate given and order made as the Court may 
think just. : 

Particulars of the compensation claimed by the applicant are hereunto 
appended for annexed] : 

The name and address of the local committee established for the 
locality under the Act are as follows :— 

Dated this day of 

By the Court, 
Registrar. 
T 


2. 
Certificate. 
In the County Court of holden at 
In the matter of the Billeting of Civilians Act, 1917. 
Between 
A.B., 
(address and description) 
Appli ant 
and 
C.D., 
(address and description) 
Responds 
On the application of and uy 
hearing F 


is entitled to receive from the respond: 
compensation to the amount of 
damage done to the premises of the applicant situate at 

(describing them), and the contents thereof by t 
respondent while billeted on the applicant ; 

And this Court doth order that the respondents do pay to the applica 
the sum of £ for his costs of this application within sever 
days from the date of, this certificate. 

[Or this Court doth pursuant to the above mentioned Act certify tha 
the applicant is not entitled to receive from t! 
respondent any compensation for damac 
alleged to have been done to the premises of the applicant situate 

(describing them) and the contents thereof by t! 
respondent while billeted on the applicant. 


applicant 


the sum of £ for his costs of this application within se 
days from the date of this certificate. ] 
[or as the case may be.) 

Dated this day of ‘ 
By the Court, 

Registrar 
To 

(The applicant and respondent, naming them, 


and to the local committee.) 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 
The London Gazette of 3rd August contains the following : 


1. An Order in Council, dated 3rd August, varying the Statutory 
Last under the Trading with the Enemy (Extension of Powers) Act, 
1916 Additions are made as follows :—Argentina, Paraguay, and 
Brazil (2); Chile (2); Colombia (1); Iceland 
and Faroe Islands (2); Netherland East Indies (17); Norway : 
Peru (3); Spain (32); Sweden (19); Venezuela (6). There are also a 
number of removals from and variations in the List, and the usual 
notices are appended (ante, pp. 322, 649). A List consolidating all pre 
vious Lists was published on the 22nd June, 1917 (The Consolidating 
List, No. 294), which together with Lists No. 30 and 31 of the 6th and 
20th July, 1917, respectively, and the present List, contains ail the 
names which up to this date are included in the Statutory List. 
2. A translation of a Decree, dated 13th July, 1917, which has been 
issued by the Portuguese Government respecting the release of allied 
and neutrak merchandise found on enemy vessels in Portugut 
harbours. 
3. Admiralty Notices as follows :— 

(1) No. 761 of the year 1917, dated 1st August (republish 
various former Notices), as to the position of Light-Vessels of 
Folkestone. 

(2) No. 763 of the year 1917, dated 1st August (republishing 
various former Notices), that the navigation and use of a specified 
area in the Irish Channel (North Channel) is entirely forbidden + 
all ships and vessels of every size and nationality. 

(3) No. 764 of the year 1917, dated 1st August (republishing No 
732 of 1917), relating to England, South Coast :—(i.) Falmouth 
Harbour Approach; (ii.) Penzance Bay Approach. 

The London Gazette of 7th August contains the following :— 


4. A Treasury Notice, dated 16th July (printed below) as to banking 
business at Salonika 


Uruguay (1); Bolivia (2); 


5. A translation issued by the Foreign Office, under date 4th August 
of an Ordinance of the German Government revising the German Con- 
traband List. The Ordinance is stated to be ‘‘in further retaliation 
for the regulations adopted by England and her Allies, deviating from 
the Declaration of London concerning the Laws of Maritime Wartar« 
and varies Arts. 21, 23 and 27 of the Prize Ordinance of Wth Sept 
ber, 1909, and the various supplements thereto. Art. 21, as altered, 
enumerates 50 items of absolute contraband; Art. 23, 18 items of « 
ditional contraband; and Art. 27, 13 items which cannot be declared 
contraband. 

6. A Notice that Orders have been made by the Board of Trad 
under the Trading with the Enemy Amendment Act, 1916, requiring 
four more businesses to be wound up, bringing the total to 481. 


7. Two Orders of the Minister of Munitions, dated 7th Augus' 





'o 
(The respondent, naming him.) 


(printed below), as to Blast Furnace Dust, and Roadstone Quarries. 


This Court doth pursyant to the above mentioned Act certify that th: 


And this Court doth order that the ro do pay to the respondent 
i 
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8. An Inland Revenue Notice, dated 3rd August, as to Excess Profits 
Duty. 
9. A Notice that the following Order has been made by the Food 
( ontroller — 
The Cattle and Meat (Returns) Order, 28t 
below 
10. An Admiralty Notice, No. 762 of the year 1917 (revising Nos 
608 and 660 of 191/, which are cancelled), dated lst August, relating to 
Scotland, North-East Coast, Orkney and Shetland Isles. All entrances 
to Scapa Flow are dangerous, and entry is absolutely prohibited by 
any of them except as provided by the Kegulations. No vessels other 
than those of British Nationality or those of the Allied Nations, except 
vessels calling for the purpose of Examination, may enter any ports 
or harbours in, or anchor off any part of, the coasts of the Shetland 
Isles until further notice. 
11. We also print below the following Order of the Food Con 
troller : 
The Sea Fishing (England and Wales) Order, dated Wth July, 
1917. 


1 July, sv17 (printed 


Russians and Military Service. 


The Russian Consul-General has made the following announcement 
in reference to the Anglo-Russian Convention on Military Service 

All male Russian citizens who have attained the age of eighteen o1 
will be forty-one on 20th September, and therefore liable to military 
service by Russian law, are hereby informed that they must either return 


to Russia for military service or serve in the British Army. Applica 
tions to return to Russia should be handed in at police stations. None 
can be accepted after 9th August. All Russian citizens who do not 
apply before 10th August will become liable to military service in this 
country. They will be entitled to the same exemptions as British sub 
jects and have the same opportunities of applying for exemption A 


special tribunal will be set up in London, and special arrangements 
will be made-in other centres for dealing with applications. 

Russian citizens who apply to return to Russia and then refuse to 
go will forfeit their right to apply to a tribunal for exemption, and 
will be liable to immediate service in the British Army. Women and 
children cannot under present conditions be shipped to Russia. 

The Russian Consul-General will issue temporary certificates of 
exemption : 

(1) To Russian citizens holding white tickets—that is, documentary 
evidence that they have been found unfit for military service by Russian 
military authorities ; and 

(2) To Russians engaged in this country on official business for the 
Russian Government. 

Russians coming within the above categories should make personal | 
application to the Russian Consul, who will issue certificates of exemp 
tion before 20th September. Any such person who has already applied 
to return to Russia should withdraw his application. If any such 
certificate should hereafter be withdrawn, the Russian Consul-General 
will claim an opportunity for the man to return to Russia. All Russians 
who return to Russia in virtue of the agreement of 16th July will be 
enrolled for training immediately. 


}anking Business at Salonika. 
TREASURY NOTICE. 

In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by Section 2 of 
the Proclamation relating to Trading with the Enemy dated the 7th 
day of January, 1915, the Lords Commissioners of His Majesty's 
Treasury hereby permit persons, firms, or companies resident, carrying 
on business, or being in the United Kingdom, notwithstanding any- 
thing contained in Section 1 of the said Proclamation, to enter into 
transactéons in respect of banking business with the Salonika Branch 
of the Banque de Salonique. 

This permission may be modified or revoked at any time by the | 
Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury 


JoHN Brapsury 
Treasury Chambers, Whitehall 


16th July, 1917 


Ministry of Munitions Orders. 
BLAST-FURNACE DUST 
Ministry of Munittons, 
Whitehall Place, 
7th August, 1917. 

The Minister of Munitions, in exercise of the powers conferred upon 
him by the Defence of the Realm Regulations, the Munitions of War 
Acts, 1915 and 1916, and all other powers thereunto enabling him, 
hereby orders as follows : 

1. No person shall buy, sell, deal in or dispose of any blast-furnace 
dust except under and in accordance with the terms of a Licence issued 
on behalf of the Minister of Munitions by the Controller of Potash 
Production. 

2. No person shall treat any such dust so as to extract any com- 
ponent part thereof except under and in accordance with the terms of 





a Licence issued as aforesaid. | 


3. All persons producing or in possession of blast-furnace dust shall 
make returns in regard to rate of production, stocks, purchases, sales, 
lealings or other matters relating to blast-furnace dust in such form 
and at such times as may be required by the said Controller 

4. Samples of any blast-furnace dust produced by or in the posses 
sion of any person shall be furnished to the said Controller by such 
person in such form and quantity, and at such times as the said Cor 
troller may prescribe. Such samples shall be taken in such manner as 
the said Controller or his authorized representative may prescribe, 

. For the purpose of this Order blast-furnace dust shall mean dust 
or otherwise derived from the gases of any furnace used for 
res for the production of iron 


ul 
ipplications in reference to the ¢ 


* any of its alloys 
above Order should be made 


to the Controller of Potash Production, Ministry of Munitions, 117, 





ROADSTONE QUARRIES 


Vinistry of Munitions 


7th August, 1917. 

[Recital of Orders of 9th M ry and 14tl June, 1917, ipplying Defence 
f the Realm Regulation 966 to roadstone quarries, except those pro 
ducing only gravel and flint used as roadstone 

And whereas the Minister of Munitions is desirous of revoking the 
said Orders of the 9th day of M uN 1917, and the 14th day of June, 
1917, with a view to an Order being made by the Army Council in 
place thereof, now the Minister of Munitions, in exercise of the powers 
mnferred upon him by Regulation 96G and every other power enabling 
him in that behalf, hereby, as from the date hereof, revokes the said 





Orders of the 9th day of M iV, 1917, and the 14th day of June, 1917, 
and hereby gives notice that the same are so revoked 

| on 

Excess Profits Duty. 


INLAND REVENUE NOTICE 


Notice is hereby given that, under the provisions of the Finance 


| 

|} Act, 1917, it is incumbent upon every person chargeable with Excess 
| Profits Duty in respect of the excess, over the pre-war standard of 
| profits. of the profits arising from any trade or business to which the 
duty applies in any accounting period ended after the fourth day of 
August, 1914, and before the first day of August, 1918—if he has not 
previously given notice of his liability to be charged with Excess 
Profits Duty in respect of any accounting period—to give notice to the 
Commissionérs of Inland Revenue within two months after the termi 


nation of any accounting period in respect of which he chargeable, 


| or if the accounting period terminated before the passing of the Act 
I 


efere the 2nd August, 1917), z 


vithin one month after the passfhe 


Every person, therefore, who has not already given such notice 
should communicate in writing within the period named with the Com 
missioners of Inland Revenue, either at their Head Office, Somerset 
House, London, W.C., or at the address of the Surveyor of Taxes for 
the district in which he resides or carries on business 

Dated this 3rd day of August, 1917 

R. V. Ninp Hopkins, Secretary. 


Inland Revenue, Somerset House 
° 


Food Control Orders. 
THE CATTLE AND MEAT (RETURNS) ORDER 


In exercise of the power onferred upon him by Regulation 2c of 
the Defence of the Realm Regulations, and of all other powers enabling 
him in that behalf, the Food Controller here by Orders as follows 
1. All persons engaged in the production, purchase, sale, distri 
bution, transport, storage or shipment of any cattle or any meat 
shall furnish such particulars as to their businesses as may from 
time to time be specified by or on behalf of the Food Controller 
and shall verify the same in such manner as he may direct 
o 


2 r the purpose of this Order, the expression ‘‘ Cattle shall 
include in addition té ittle usually so called Ram, Ewe, Wether 
Lamb, Deer, Goats and Swine and the expression Meat shall 
mean any meat obtained from cattle as defined 

3. Infringements of this Order are summary offences against 


the Defence of the Realm Regulations 
4. This Order may be cited as the Cattle and Meat (Returns) 
Order, 1917. 
By Order of the Food Controlle1 
U. F. Wrxtovr, 
Se retary of the Ministry of Food 
28th July, 1917 


THE SEA FISHING (ENGLAND AND WALES) ORDER, 1917 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations, and of all other powers enabling him in that 
behalf. the Food Controller orders as follows: 
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Societies. 
‘ — 
Lawyers and a League of Nations. 

A Conference of the Legal Profession to discuss the Possibility of a 
Dural Nettlen t fa League of tions was held at the 
Caxton Hall, Westn on Monday, 23rd July, with the Rt. Hon 
Lord Parmoor in the chair The Conference w irranged by the 
Lea f Nat ( fer Committee, under tl suspices of the 
League Nat Societ here was a large attendance. The Con- 
fere | te, but tl derstand, was to ensure 
that it should nsist mainly of members of the legal I rofession, and 
we are permitted to give the following report 

Lord Parmoor | 1 t} | “lings, said that the abject of 

‘> et 1 it ma ject, was t ensure that it anv rate n 
the future, nat might be prepared to come under some agreement 
which would make less possible and less likely the terrible evils and 
ruin from wi e were iffering at the pr nt moment 


Tae AtTtTitrvpEe or THE LEGAL PROFESSION. 


He did not propose to make a speech, but really to invite discussion. 
There were, however, one or two words he should like to say in reference 
to what ought to be the attitude of the legal profession in reference to 
the problems which were before the So iety of the League of Nations. In 


the first place, it was most important to make quite sure in what spirit 


they ought as lawyers to approach a question of this kind. He suggested 
that they ought to bear in mind the great principle of their profession, 
justice and to 


which was a desire to do give justice, and that they 








should endeavour to impress upon people that we ought not only to 
do justice and give justice as between individuals, but that it wa 
perhaps, more important still to emphasize that as a principle in 
dealings of nations with each other. That was the point of view— 
the point of view of the legal profession—from which he would like to 
approach the question. 

DISARMAMENT. 


Se madly he agreed entire 1\ with those who thought that thers 
not much chance of any effective means for preventing the recurrence 


ol disastrous wars unless there was some disarmament betwee! 

mpeting nations, who had various interests and racial animosities 
the present time Phe ould not expect peace to be permanent if t! 
had armed nations prepared to enter into war at any moment on any 
p ocation It would be hopeless from his point of view to mal 


e, in the sense of being operative to prevent wat 
the future unless, after this terrible crisis, there was some common form 


of disarmament between the nations specially affeeted 


heme ette 


A Jupici1aAL TRIBUNAL. 


Then as to disputes which had been called justicgiable, and whi 

} 1 dealt either vith matters of treaty or with question 

international law, he would like to lay down this proposition, that such 

. tribunal must be truly judicial in character, and with the ordinary 

atmosphere of impartiality which surrounds a judicial tribunal. In other 
rds, he did not believe that an arbitration tribunal would eithe 


the authority or influence necessary to act upon those great international 

questions which would have to be brought before it. It was quite 

true that in tl last century there were something like 471 matte: 
ernational character submitted to arbitration; but, after all 


thought arbitration was not the right form of tribunal, because or 
irbitration tribunal you generally had advocates on either side, with one 


or two members who were appointed more or less impartially in order 
to decide the matter in issue. In his view that was wrong. If they 
were to have a really strong court—a really strong tribunal to which 
itions would be prepared to bring their differences of a justiciable 
character—they wanted the impartiality of a court, and the prest 
of a urt, and he believed that in that way they would get a far 
larger amount of consent than under a merely arbitration tribunal. As 
instances of courts not of an international character, but approaching 


in international character, which had been undoubted successes, he 
would put in the forefront the Supreme Court of the United State 
which had to decide on a large number of questions similar to inter 
national questions as between the various States and the Central Aut} 
rity in America So, too, they had recently established Domini 

Courts in Canada and Australia, and in this country they had a (C 
similar in character, of very large authority, and, he believed, of 
d influence—namely, the Judicial Committee of the Pr 

He instanced these cases to prove that the getting of true 
decisions, and the securing such influence as a tribunal of this kind 
ought to have, was only to be obtained by means of a Court which was 
truly judicial and not merely an arbitration Court. That, at any rate, 


1] 


was a point which they, as members of the legal profession, might well 


nret. 





consider and discuss. 
ADMISSION OF ALL (COUNTRIES. 


The next point was that it was really hopeless to attempt an effective 
scheme of a League of Nations unless they gave all countries an oppor- 
tunity of becoming parties if they desired. It was a hopeless notion, fot 
to start with the view that we ought to boycott or exclude 
a partichlar untry with which we happened to be at war, and against 
which we were very sore, perhaps, at the present moment. If they 
were (o follow that out logically they would find the world distributed 
into two sections, and, unfortunately, two opposing sections—those 
who were ready to submit their international disputes of a justiciable 
charaeter to an authorised tribunal, and those who stood outside, ,aind, 
almost from the necessities of the case, put themselves in an antagonist 
and ppposite attitude. It appeared to him that that would be the 
torpedoing of any effective scheme at the outeet, and they ought to 
determine, as a primary condition, that all countries who desired 
should have an opportunity to be members of the League of Nation 


instance 


THE QUESTION OF SANCTION 


Phe last pont he wanted to mention was also an extren 
difficult point, and had been so recognized from the time of Grotiue 
to the present, and that was what sanction you were to devise in « 
that the decisions of the tribunal might be carried out by the natior 
ties which were members of the League of Nations. The opinion 
Grotius, who was the father of all learning of this kind, wae quite 
settled that you could not have an effective international court unless 
you had some sanction other than that of merely public opinion. He 
thought thimself that the sanction of public opinion was likely to 
grow. In other words, if they had a court of an authoritative des rif 
tion, there would be a growing public opinion against any membe 
the League who attempted to disregard what that court had laid d 
as a proper solution in a particular case. But that was not sufficient 
Two different proposals had been put forward by the Society of the 
League of Nations, and he wanted to give a very decided opinion in 
favour of the more moderate of those two proposals—namely, that 
as & minimum “there should be some means of using coercion if a 
party to the League, goes to war without first having recou! 
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to the established tribunal.’ Now, he thought that at this stage that 
was the form of sanction which it would probably be the best to put 
forward. At the same time, such a form of sanction would be quite 
impossible and inoperative unless, as he had already stated, there 
was some agreed arrangement between the parties to the League as 
to disarmament; otherwise it was extremely difficult to know how an) 
unction could be enforced. But if, on the other hand, some reasonable 
scheme of general disarmament could be generally agreed upon—and 
he himself looked upon that as absolutely essentia! if the ruin of wars 
such as the present wae to be prevented in the future—then a sanctio 
uch as he had indicated could become not only possible but effective, 
issuming that the parties to the League intend that it should be a 


success, and not a failure. 


Non-JuSTICIABLE Disputes. 


Then, merely by way of caution, he would say further that, of course 
utside what were called justiciable disputes there were other disputes 
of a more far-reaching nature which might arise between nations, and 
t Was generally assumed that, as regards these disputes, there must 
be a tribunal! of a different character. He did not propose to embark 
upon that portion of the topic then, hecause their time was limited, 
and he only mentioned it in order to make it quite clear that, in dealing 
as he had done with what was the more legal side of the question 
that is, justiciable disputes he had not left the other out of considera 
tion, and that he quite recognized that they must have a differen 
tribunal as regards these disputes from the tribunal to deal with the 
disputes to which he had been referring. 

Lord Buckmaster said he had been asked to propose the followin 
resolution : That this meeting desires to assist in formulating a prac 
ticable scheme in accordance with the principles of the League of 
Nations ‘to maintain interrfational peace and justice after the war.”’ 


THe BEGINNING oF THE WAR. 


He asked them to consider what it was that the old order of things 
had produced, and whether they were content, as members of a great 
civilisation, to allow a repetition of such events. Exactly three years 
ago that day Austria delivered té Serbia an ultimatum that lit a con- 
flagration with which the world was being consumed. That, as they 
knew, arose out of a brutal and cruel murder in Serajevo. That murder, 
which, if the murdered man had not happened to be a member of 
reigning family, would have been treated as an ordinary base crime 
and punished by the police, at first led to ultimatums, and then dis 
cussions, but there was no machinery to compel the matter to be 
referred to any tribunal, and, while peace and war were 
trembling in the balance, Germany threw her sword into the 
wale, and the equipoise could never be _ restored. It seemed 
to him that there never could have been a _ question more 
readily capable of adjustment by a body of fair-minded and intelligent 
men, and he undertook to say that, with due diligence, they could have 
determined the responsibility for the act, and have directed what ought 
to be done by way of compensation and remedy within a period of a 
week. But that one murder had caused the murder of millions, and 
millions more would yet be led to the sacrifice. And when it. was all 
over, what was it that civilization had got to face? Each of the belli 
gerent nations would he quivering and spent—drained of the blood 
of her noblest manhood, and with hunger, bankruptcy, and revolution 
knocking at her doors. Statesmen who were bound to try to rebuild 
upon these broken foundations some stable structure of civilized life 
had got to consider on what they were going to base their building. 
l'o place it again upon the old foundations would be not merely to build 
upon the sand, but to build upon the 
volcano, and to make the structure once mere the home of the same 
violent and disruptive forces that now tore and dismembered the world. 


INSURANCE OF PEACE AFTER THE War. 


But out of this welter and confusion and strife—in which no single 
point of agreement appeared capable of being reached—there was one 
point on which all were agreed, and that was that, when the war ended, 
it must end under conditions which would prevent such a calamity ever 
recurring again. Why was there no statesman who had the courage 
and the foresight to say what were the means that were to be adopted 
to secure that end? If any one Power imagined that it was going to 
be gained by crushing and humiliating their adv« rsary, he believed they 
were making the most profound and pitiable mistake. By no means 
whatever that you could devise could you place a strong, virile and 
growing people of sixty-five millions of souls in perpetual bondage, and 
any attempt to do it would be doomed to failure and disappointment. 
~ this schenie proposed in the resolution that he was moving did 

» least propose a practical means by which peace might be ensured. 
it was a means which no one would doubt could be readily applied if 
all the nations could be induced to accept it, and there could be but 
little doubt that there never was a moment in the whole world’s history 
more suitable for its adoption than the present.. After all. kings and 
conquerors come and go, but the great masses of the people that are 
governed remain, and he was satisfied that if you could get behind the 
leaders to the people themselves, you would find universal acceptance 
of such a resolution as this. Of course, at the present moment people's 
minds were inflamed with the recollection of the crimes and the brutalities 
which had outraged the world, and they were notein a position to form 
the cool, clear judgment that was necessary on such a question as this. 
But in the very interests of those people it was the first duty of all 


site of the earthquake and the | 


an instrument of reason, and was clothed, with sanction 


men who had any influence to use that ladinens ence as far as they oan to 
secure that in the future all might be able, whether they belonged to 
little nations or to great, to develop peacefully and without hindrance 
according to their own national desires. Something should be done by 
these means to confer an enduring peace upon a torn and troubled world. 
He beuged to move the resolution, 

he was glad to hear Lord Buck 
rming a practical scheme, That 
Their ideas were 


Lord Suaw of DUNFERMLINE said 
master refer to the importance of 
was the whole problem before the League of Nations. 


ight; history was pointing its fipger in a direction which was 
right; but the point was to get a practical echeme It was from that 
view that he was glad that there was such a good meeting there of the 
legal profession. The achievement of right, backed by the sanction of 
force would that—to which they were accustomed—be introdueed 


nto the law of nations 
[ue Evo.vtion or Law 
lo beg n with, society emerged from ana hy, and order asserted 
tseif, simply by the instrument of sheer force. It was force that began 
to cause order to evolve in the world, and without force they would in 


all probability mever have seen the beginnings of order ; and when tihe 


I St, Oo the w aré h, or the trrbe bewam to « volve order by the sLromg 
Cal f force, the re was no euch thing as law as now known The 
second stage was that. even under the reign of force, law began to 
ysert itself and courts were set up. But often only to give effect to 


the decrees of the frequently august but oruel powers behind the law 
The ee stage was readhed when law began to think for itself and 
to evolve schemes of right, of legal and of human relations, and this, 
strang sale enough, had its remarkable developments under the heads 
und chief organizers and instruments of empire He referred to 
two remarkable instances—the Corpus Juris was compiled in the reign 


of Justinian and the Code N ipoleon n the reign of N ypoleon, 


Law BetwrEen Nations 


All this was as apphicable to nations and to someties of nations as to 
the individual; and in his opinion the same principle should 

relationships as applied between the national 
The law had become 
The individual 


niornational 


1pp 
ndividual members of the nation 


power and the 
gave up his right to be a law to himself. He put aside his 
he laid aside his own gun, he gave all the weapons of offence and defence 
which was to protect him and others, And so law 
became an organized instrument for the ascertainment and protection of 
right, and for the determination and enforcement of duty. That was what 
» nation and individuals, and that was what 


own sword, 


ver to the society 


the law was as between the 
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law hould be as betwee nations a 1 whole, in their international 
mm dDinatl ana 7 i lua in iz tl a ns that dared to 
break the organized ] und wi ~f mankind Let them not think 
that t lea ist He had iid that law should be for the 
1s ‘ " ly ole I rignt If ill al 1 ibeen rga zed 
together t | ! " t lividual nations 8 society Was 
rganized kee) 1 " g hie lividuals who compose it, this 
¢ en uu | ght would have saved in our day 
s ia aml Belg ! i le minat and enforcement of d ity 
‘ 1 have ed t Au Raymania in the uel past, and would 
have " é P i ee dismerm! nent had blackenesl 
the ] Now it was t be e consummation of 
th lea F 1 m it ne atlona capa 
and lividua uf I regard to the dsvidua 
4 i uy m t make him Keep the 
and pn 1 I es of all natsons united 
na ha i | t «dual offending na 
make it t I i is dliftiou the man 
mount oft I OV beu ev ‘were working towards 
t! ad I Peace 1 
DISARMAMENT 
As to disarmament, what they had to do was to get all nations to 
ynvbi By all nat he did not mean the nations that were friendly 
) He ped ee t ne W , he passions of the hour 
would pars aw ind t mig be iling to accept in reality from 
Germany what she made in profession umely, that after the war 
| " n might ibe set up 
au \ leed ied for disarmament 
We ded we i} Into e hands of each natior 
" t be a urged 1 the havoc of war ensue 
Wit al tan Ha me i it lute sense, but ! 
the ‘ gy t expla the uld 1 ‘ have 
i ] 4 ne l t I bist 1 I it ill ‘ 
irmame 1 we fold A nation should have 
Do we t i i | - vie ‘ D ind ea. for the prote tior 
of i ‘ le that was to say. it should arm fo 
i vn} | | ’ uld be allowed to arm for 
the l to the international armaments for the 
| 1 eant the majority of the 
, ‘ ations would soon fal] int ine 
Therefore with a 7 f internal orde and with a provision for 
» quota for inte at i] armament, all need for the further armament 
f the ] dual nat ld be rhe He himself was prepared t 
i i t t iblishment of such ar nternationa 
tribuna the 1 at ent bevond that in the sense of armaments, 
it irman i be a matter ol ternational COognizance t 
‘ id ta Te al ndemned ind nfined to it proper 
juota | ese 1 did t it 1w ild never kee order in the vorld 
bu ' | | law | humanity \ft 
i “ I \ | ito that state 
oa | w j lua l 1 eu wn societ 
7 . ‘ 1] he pass of the individua 
Dow 
Sir W er Pt IMORE 1 he proposed to take it for granted that all 
- . were < ed that there was a morality between 
nat t a i lit etwe individuals, and that all 
the esired lo was t ng the support of law and power to the 
enforcement of the duties of morality upon nations or individuals who 
had | , or who were so prejudiced that they 
could t ) 1 ut é vould not listen to anything 
but 
Cue Treaty or Peact 
H ept " ped would come in not 
« Ir far ff at It w | " y be a treat that 
ended in settu bound tionalities and of territories, and 
n detern len ti | Se y t punishment the worst 
sinners. It would not me be that It would be a treaty which 
Id end in a Geneva ntion and a Hague Conference on a mu 
larger and better and more permanent scale 1 treaty | which every 
nati which s party to it would at least have the opportunity 
afforded it t the tir y later, of taking part in the League 
and t } } ma natior of the vorld who were not 
necessar par t treaty would have the opport nity ol 
acceding nd ‘hi lea was that they would form a League such 4s 
his Society pomted inder which evervbody would contract with 
evervbody. and everybody at every stage would have a right and 
l fandi to eay as regards every other state, “It is now my duty 
and my interest, and my privilege to enforce your obedience to this; it is 
quite true tha | 1, Sta \., are proposing to injure is 
State B it the forces of every State are the forces of all, and if 
\ jure Stat | Sta ( D.. E., F. and the rest of the alphabet, 
have all of us @ great interest in preventing vour doing that; we have 
ali of us a grea ‘ t requiring you to submit your claims in the 
first instar toat al 1 not to submit them, but to go into war 
theout bmittu ther d be an offence against every nation 
party t thre “ ‘ ul tet hich every nation would have the 
right and the duty to prevent and to repress 
LITIGANTS FRIENDLY AND HosTILe 


There was the 


They were all familiar with two classes of litigants. 


litigant who did not want to fight, but who had a cause of dispute wit! 
his neighbour or his partner or his co-contractor, and could 1 
give way; he must have it settled in some way or another, and he 
only too thankful to have it settled. Such a person might go to arbit: 
tion in some form or another. Then there was another class of litig: 
who wanted to dispute, and longed to get a cause of dispute. J 
ass of man no ordinary consensual arbitration would touch. It was j 
the same with nations. There were numbers of points which ar 
nations as to which neither could give way without danger 


LI 


between 





national honour, but about which neither wished to fight tr} 
disputes must get settled one way or another. In the last century, ar 


in the previous century, they were settled by arbitration. But th 
there was another class of case which was quite different. There wa 
such a case as when Austria felt that Serbia vas a tocus of S 


Slavonic emotion, and probably the ultimate cause of South Slav 
insurrection. There were such cases as when two great nations wé 
armed to the teeth, and one wanted a war of retention and the othe 
war of revenge. Such cases as those were what they had to con 
Then the ordinary forms of arbitration were of no avail, and Hag 
Conventions were of no good for them. The strength of public feeling 
and the intensity of national fury overrode all other considerations ; 
what they wanted to do was to perfect, if they could, their instrume 
for preventing war in these cases. And he might make another rema: 
which would appeal to lawyers at once. One of the 
arbitration treaties up to now was that they had been not agreement 
to refer, but agreements to agree to refer, which was a very differs 
thing. With arbitration treaties you have got to get the parties int 
good will before you can get to the arbitration. You have to get the 
to agree to the question to be arbitrated upon, and, in all probabilit 
you have to get them to agree also who is to be the arbitrator, or what 
is to be the tribunal. But under an arbitration clause in a civil matter 
either party can insist upon having the question tried; and that ou 
to be the with international arbitrations. Therefore his the 
would be that the new treaty should, first of all, make each nat 
with every other nation that they would submit in some f 

i third party, net merely their disputes with a particular nation, | 
their disputes with every other nation, and that each party should be 
able to state their points and have them decided. 


defects of 


case 





contract 


Non-JUSTICIABLE DISPUTES. 


He was quite aware that there were some matters where it was hard 


to draw a distinction between justiciable matters and non-justiciab! 
rhere were a great many matters which you could not expect any State 
ibmit finally to the arbitration of a third party, or to any tribunal 
or any putsice body Nobody would have expected Serbia to subr 
to arbitration the question whether it should give Austria all t 
Austria in its wildest moments asked. Nobody would have expected 
(treat Britain in the last century to submit to arbitration the quest 


of whether it ought to give up political refugees from other countries 
Those were matters of a sort which might be submitted to arbitrat 

in the sense that you would be glad to get the opinion of others; 
you would not bind yourselves to comply with the terms suggested 
Chere were questions of that kind ; and it was almost impossible to dr 

1 broad line between questions which were justiciable and questions of 
Therefore he ventured to that, as an alternative 
submitting ich questions to a tribunal, it should be at least requ 
that every State, party to the League, should not go to war till it had 
ts claim in some form or another to a tribunal of 
or mediation or something of that sort. He should like to have it pat 
of the future treaty that nations should submit all questions bef 
going to war in some form or another to some third body, either 
mediation or for conciliation or for judgment, and that any nation 

to war without doing that should be considered an outlaw, and 
should have the forces of all the other nations brought upon it 
prevent it from That seemed to him the practical way in 
something might be done towards keeping the peace in future 


honour gges 
ionour, suggest 


conclilat 


submitted 
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vent 
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so acting 


which 


Revisep Ruies of WARFARE. 

He hoped that this C would for reasonal 
rules of warfare as between belligerents and as be gerents at 
would make it an offence against C, D, and all the rest 
ie aly State A, in fighting with State B, to use un 
ruel means of warfare either against combatants or non-combatants. H 


waltited to make frightt ulness hat every 0 


provide 


"Ns 
tween bell 


ongress lso 
gress als 


neutrals, and 
tl vale for 


eceSsa 





unlawful in the sense t] 





State should have a mght to complain, not only of frightfulness aga 
itse f, but of frightfulness against any other State. And if the cla 
»t peak, of the most bellicose nations were drawn by such a | 


vision as that, it would help to prevent people going to war in fut 
He had been thinking about this matter a great deal for the la 
months. and these were the broad outlines of his ideas as to ' 
ould by a Le anue « f N tions preserve the peace of the world in fu 
Sir Freperick Pottock said that he entirely agreed with L 
Parmoor that what they wanted was a real Court and not a Board 


Arbitration 


A PERMANENT CovURT. 


wamted a permanent Court which would command the re 
a Board of Arbitration brought together for an occa 
interests. They wanted as far as possib) 
represent justice and not any pa! 
such a Court would, of cours 
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be (human, and, however good judges they might be, they might some 
times find that theér judicial opinions coincided with their political 
affections. But still, if they could get a Court for the League of Nations 
anything like as good as the Supreme Court of the United States, there 
would, on the whole, be no fear of justice not being done. Arbitration 
was not a bad énstrument so far as it went, but it was a very imperfect 
instrument, and, as a matter of fact, Governments only went to arbitra 
tion when they had already determ i not to fight. That sort of sub 
miss‘on to arbitration would not do in future. Therefore there must 
be a real Court. 
Tue Hacve Court anp THE WAR 

But with regard to the failure of arbitration, he thought it was not 
the Court of the Hague which was responsible for nothing thaving bee 
done in that way at the beginning of this war. People were beginning 
to forget the events of the twelve days before the war, and he would 
remind them that it was a mistake to suppose that nobody proposed 
wbitration at al! and that there was no word as to the Hague twibunal 
said by either party. As a matter of fact, Austria addressed an ulti 
matum to Serbia, founded on alleged Serbian intrigues of which no proof 
was ever produced—nothing that we should have called evidence 
nothing ‘but an ex parte statement made up by Austrian officials on what 
they said was the evidence which they had not specified. The Serbian 
Government accepted nearly all of the Austnian ultimatum, exactimg as 
ts terms were, and they also offered to refer the rest of the demands 
to the Hague tribunal." What was the reply of the Austrian Govern 
ment to that? They did not even refuse the offer, but they absolutely 
passed it over with contempt. Look at a later critical stage of the 
negotiations. The Emperor of Russia almost at the last moment sug 
gested to the German Emperor a reference to the Hague tribunal. What 
vas the answer to that suggestion’? Just the same—absolutely no notice 
was taken of it. So it must not be supposed that there was nobody 
tthng disputes, and we must not 








W ling to adopt peaceful means of s¢ ng 
forget either the immense efforts of Lord Grey—Sir Edward Grey, as 
we should still think of him—to bring about some kind of conference or 
mediation which would ‘have averted the immediate danger of waa 
Well, those efforts failed entirely, and failed because the German Gov 
ernment was determined they should fail, and anybody who does not 
believe that should look at the diplomatic documents, ~ 
Laws of WaR AND THE GERMAN REcORD. 

Then there was a matter which he thought had to be mentioned lest 
people should be disappointed hereafter. Did any serious]y-minded 
man who knew the history of the last twenty years expect that the 
present German Government, or any German Government resembling 
it, would be a party in good faith, or, he might say, a party at all, to 
any possible effectual league of peace’? What was the record of the 
German Government? It had persistently thwarted and obstructed, 
from the first Hague Conference onvards, every attempt to establish 
anything like a really international Europe. It had thwarted, as far 
as it dared, any attempt to restrict the laws of war in the direction 


of humanity. Baron Marschall von Bieberstein, the German repre 
sentative at, the Hague Conference, put his foot down on the proposal 
to stop the indiscriminate scattering of mines No, he said, it 


was incompatible with the rights of a great power and incompatible 
with self-defence; but, of course, Germany always would observe the 
law of humanity in any future war, and it was an insult to Germany 
to suppose it would not. That was at the Hague Conference of 1907 
Well, that was the sort of Government you had to deal with. So long 
as the present system of German government continued there was no 
reasonable expectation that Germany would be a party to any effectual 
system of setting up justice between the nations; and for his ow 
part, if such a Government as there was now came forward proposing to 
join a League of Nations and said it was willing to accept all 
the rules, he should not believe a word of it. However, he did not wish 
to dwell upon that except as a warning—that if people expected every 
body to shake hands alt round and meet in good faith for the purpose 
of preventing war after the war they might be disappointed: 





An INTERNATIONAL SHERIFF. 

He entirely agreed with ‘Lord Shaw when he said that the law which 
we want is the law that speaks for itself, and not a mere carrying 
out of somebody else’s opinion. He also agreed in the necessity of 
executive power. As Lord Shaw most rightly said, the course of the 
devélopment of peace between nations must resemble in its broad 
lines the course which led to the establishment of peace within common 
wealths and empires. Now what happened in this country in the early 
days when the king’s peace was gradually being framed f 


9 


Almost as far 
back as we can get any really authentic history you hear of the person 
called a sheriff—the king’s officer—whose duty it was to keep peace 
within the county. The sheriff at first had no executive power but the 
help of such neighbours as he could call on suddenly to come and help 
him—the ancient institution of the hue and cry; and gradually his 
power increased until at last it has come to be something that none of 
us will venture, unless we have for the time being lost our senses, to 
oppose. Therefore, if a League of Nations were established he though! 
the first thing that the practical politician would say, looking over 
the plan, would be, ‘‘ Where is your sheriff‘ Because if you had 
not a sheriff, and an effectual one, your great International Court might 
find itself in the same boat with the Supreme Court of the United 
States, of whom once, when # rendered a judgment which General 
Jackson objected to, General Jackson said, ‘‘ Very well; now John 
Marshall has made his judgment, let him execute it if he can.’’ The 
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struct f an executive power would, of course, be a very difficult 
thing But this was a matter in regard to which the world—if they 
were seriously promoting peace—would have to face and overcome the 
difficulties He should not be at all surprised if it took ten years to 
settle the working lines of an effectual league of peace nd those ten 
years r even more, if need be, ild be exceedingly well spent 


DISARMAMENT 


With regard to disarmament, Lord Shaw's principh ere excellent 
but that was an extremely delicate and difficult thing to arrange 

It was hardly possible even to discuss disarmament (considering all 
the technical details it involves) except between Powers who were 
uready on pretty confidential terms; and his notion was that it would 
De necessar to lay down the bre 1 es of the League of Nations first, 


and then they could talk about disarmament when they felt that 
thev were ill of good fait and meant business. 


Tue Laws or War 








Then no doubt there would have t be a great settlement it only 
f the rules of justice and judgment between nations, but rules of 
procedure, giving a great deal of discretion and powers of action of 
the kind which Sir Walter Phillimore spol e of, and als as Sir Walter 
Phillimore most properly said, a great reconstruction of the laws of 
var, and he hoped the vould make them a vreat «deal stricter than 
hitherto The rules made by the Hague Conventions were weakened 
by conce ons to the military powers They were full of all sorts of 
loopholes wlhfich those power insisted on having left The result wa 
that a great many of them were ineffective against any power which 
was disposed to evade them We must have no more after this war of 


violations of the rules of 


necessity 


nternational law on the ground of milftary 

Mr. Samvet Garrett said that he belonged to that branch of the legal 
profession which was nothing if not practical, and on that ground he 
wished to say a word or two 


THE DEMOCRATIZATION OF GERMANY 





He approached this subject from the point of view of one who ipproved 
of the objects with which we entered upon the war, and who ipproved 
of the objects with which we were pursuing the war, and who wa 
convinced that those object vould never be attained unless by the 
democratization of Germany And he was convinced as a practical 


matter that it was futile to ask the people of this country to enter into 
any league with Germany with a government such as Sir Frederick 


Pollock had mentioned—a government by a “ War Lord.”’ an “ All 
Highest,” at whose nod, without a vestige of popular or parliamentary 
sanction, Chancellors rose and fell to carry out his behest In the 


programme of the League of* Nations Society there was included a 


term which he thought needed consideration—that al] civilized nations 


should be invited to join the League All civilized nations there 
was obviously a euphemism for Germany. A democratized Germany, 
yes; but a Germany under its present government, no They would 
ruin their scheme if the put forward any such proposal As far as 
the pe ple f this ountry were cor erned,. 99 per cent of them were 
of the opinion which he had just expre sed. and which Sir Frederick 
Pol k had expressed, tha league with wha vernment would irry 
no moral weight at all, because you could never trust an autocracy 


Tue Moran SANctTion 


He was speaking in the presence of many eminent judges, and he 
appealed to them whetl there w not another force besides physical 
force which must be behind the decrees of any Court @o render the 
Court efficient They must have a physical force, of course, and that 
was difficult enough nm the ase of an International Court 1 sir 
Frederick Pollock had potnted out But bevond that they must have a 
moral force derived from the consent and approval and confidence of the 
people whom they represented. This international Court which it was 
proposed to set up must have that moral force behind it if it was to do 
ny good Where vas that moral force to me trom t ne of the 
members of that Leag i@ «was stained by dishonour us the pre sent 
German Government wa It was not a practi il proposal to ask the 
people of this country to join in @ league with that Governme nt, and 
the first ste] towards the formation of an effective league was to secure, 
whether it he by military action or by any other n s, the democratiza- 


tion of Germany 

Mr. Freperick WALKER said the ill agreed that it would be a very 
difficult ‘thing iv in England, t me to terms with the existing 
powers in Germany gut surely that wa 1 question that they were 


going to discuss in the midst of the heat nd vitterness of the present 


contest The whole object of bringing this matter forward was to ask 





them as lawyers—people who had been in fights all their lives and who 
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knew that iu ghts there were rights and wrongs on both sides— 
to consider this que ifter the war was’ ove After they had 
eeeranee Germat here s no reason why théy should not come to 
etter term vith the existing power that was in Germany, 
but with ! res} table ft ver that took it place 5 
Sir West Ri lawyer, asked to be allowed to make 
n ul ul pibire not an imstru It seemed 
to pie league were disaxmament 
m 1 aril T If tae nanny Was €xX led. HOw could 
‘ I s himitatu i nag te Germany wou'd remain armed to 
et and e Le wuld b ne a coalition agamst Germany, 
und must also be arn ' They were told that they could 
“% depend u t (;arma f at joined tihe League ; 
but the teet ‘ 1 be he | rman ¢ the lumrtation 
f | ’ til t consent to twat pirncip umd the 
la i ra t red out ther of rire re could not 
e! at | el 1¢ would remain a mbina agains 
Cern j i Leacu Nat s ata 
Mir. Bes I Ole j iit is ell to emphasize what had been 
uid t ” All the »bservations had reference 
to t mid any gy that wa said as to seeking 
pea ‘ to influence thetr opinion judg 
n I ud a agree LV r t the dea ™ 
tne t tj whi ul tribunal! w ild be prefer 
J ima ‘ His difficulty arose in « ection with 
the i When came to a question of disarm 
me r to € é t? He took t { there Was @ 
lispute that pol t t} nat hi fused to disarm would 
not d to tai pant in the « leration of that question ; other 
‘ ff | i € i really—would form 
par f t ul wv nal d But eupposing it was arranged 
tha “le t ta iu ng nation had to be coer ed ; 
the \ ut maitior ind to its opinions 
and 1 wou mie miition of things that they 
had 1 t ‘ ilization at war with 
he two « ib 
I ( ’ 1 \ wred W 1 
d ent 
Miu \NEURI \\ AM LP mt " i tte of thanks to the 
speak | : ! ed » the ciause in the pro 
yramme . etv w ive that anv civilized 
State desiring Leagu | , tted to membership F 
One u ] zed State vas evident ya euphemism 
{ He did t t.1 r nost euphemistic moments, 
iki be quite so evuphemistic as that; but at the same time no 
d ( " ul na very ery great difficulty with them all 
{ he wh t , k the nations—thewr 
na i t ! to state defimtely that Germany 
1} | d | is almos king too much of human 
t p t us quite evident—for tthe reason 
g Ss \\ t Ri 1 f i vy other reasons—that without 
the - vilized nations of the world this 
. aad d therefore they put in these words att 
the i wil lescribed more as an aspiration 
thar t ("le ilized State ild not be admitted, 
heca d he «he dled wpon to fulfil their obkgatiome 
\ t 1 Sta t would he f the States already 
1S ] refore ea mew the more 
np xy ra t tive ispiratior vas that all civilized 
n® i tiyat those na s Which omginal!y 
formed the L NeCERS v be the or judges of when it was 
if i me ! utiod mt bod v 
Sir Epw1 PEAR ‘ main the motion hich 4s arried 
, d i upparentiy im aimost unanimous 
Agreement proneip! hich had beem enumciated. and that the 
real x of th ta proper sanction 


Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund. 


Kdward | 
4 N 
\le s, Sta 
\lessrs. ( 
Alban Neve 
J. Petty M 
J. Tlenry | 
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The Admission of Women. 


In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, says the T'imes 
Solicitor-General (Sir G. Hewart) moved the second reading of 
S itors (Examination) B which has passed through the Hous: 
Lords. Its purpose is to authorize the Law Society during the 
tinuance of the war to dispense with one of the three examinat 
which they are require 1 to hold in each year for the admission of ca 
dates to the roll of solicitors 
Mr. Holt moved the rejection of the Bill, on the ground that 
troduce tl passed in the Houss 
He charged 
Government with being unwilling to interfere with the vested inter« 
Dickinson urged the Government 
relating to women, a 


(;overnment refused to le Measure 


Lords for enabling women to practise as solicitors. 


of existing men solicitor M 
whether they would take up the B 
Mr. Leif Jones joined in the appeal, 


The Solic 


said the simple obj f the Bill was to px 
the Law Society to hold two intermediate examinations and two f 
eXaminations every year instead of three The cause of the admis 
’ t advanced by mere opposition to 
Bill. and he trusted that it would be considered on its own merits | 
reminded the House that the Bi the admission of wor 


was not a Government measure 


tor-Genera 


ot women as solicitors was m 


! ; 
dealir gy with 


Mr. Gulland appealed to the Solicitor-General to consent to the adj 
: 7 
ment of this Bill so that he might consult his colleagues as to 
poss bility of giving facilities for the other Bill 


The Solicitor-Genera! said he vould consult his colleagues as 
affording facilities for bringing on the Bill for the adm 
during the session. 

The amendment was negatived, and the Bill was read a second tin 


ssion of wom 


Obituary. 





Qui ante diem periit, 
Sed miles, sed pro patria. 


Major Gerald F. W. Powell 


Major Geratp Frepertck Watson Powe tt, Cyclists, attached Ri 
West Kent Regiment, was the second son of Charles Watson Powe 
D.L., of the Manor House, Speldhurst, Kent, and was born in 1 
He was educated at The Grange, Crowborough, and at St. Wilfrid's 
Little Common, Bexhill went to Harrow. He was in 
Headmaster’s House, and while there he was house captain of cricl 
On leaving Harrow he went into residence at Magdalen College, Oxford 
took his B.A entered at the Inner Temple, had 
passed some of the examinations for the Bar when war was declared 
Previously he had obtained a commission in a cyclists’ battalion, and 
was promoted captain in 1914. He later exchanged into another batta 
lion, not wishing to go to India, and volunteered to go to the front 
He went to France on 2nd May, having been attached to a battalion 
of the Royal West Kent Regiment, and was promoted Major, to date 
from 13th March. He was killed on 28th July 


vhence he 


degree, and, hav ing 


Lieutenant Leonard Gray. 


Lieut¢nant Leonarp Gray, Essex Regiment, who was forty-five ve 
vas the fifth son of the late Charles Harri 
Gray, of Godlay House, Chelmsford, and of Mrs. Gray, of Lau 
Grove, Chelmsford He was at school at Eastbourne, graduated 
Maudalen College, Oxford, and was admitted as a solicitor in 1903. H 
practised at Chelmsford and Ongar In November, 1914, he was giv 

a commission in the Essex Regiment, with which he served thro 
the greater part of the campaign in the Dardanelles, where he suffered 
from dysentery and jaundice. He was reported fit for duty again 
February, 1916. when he rejoined his regiment at the front, but 
attacked by enteric, from which he died. He was popular both with 
his brother officers and with the men 


of age and unmarried 


: Legal News, 


Information Required. 


Re RICHARD VIDAL ROWE, deceased, late of “ Viw 
MeKinley-road, Bournemouth Any Solicitor or other person who 
attested, or 


at any time since 1910 prepared or otherwise has know!e 
f any will or codicil of the above-named Richard Vidal Rowe 
greatly oblige by communicating with Messrs. H,. H. Wells and So 
Solicitors, 17, Paternoster-row, London, E.C. 4 


General. 
Madrid, dated 6th 


learne from 


A Reuter’s message from 


Heraldo states that it 


August, savs I 
a trustworthy source that, as 


result of representations made by the Spanish Government in Berli 





£796 12 


~) 
— 


London, and Paris, the German Government has agreed to a safe passage 
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for hospital ships on condition that a Spanish naval officer is on board, | 


and guarantees that the vessel is used only for the transport of the sick 
and wounded. The journal adds that the French and British Govern- 
ments have agreed to the arrangement, and have expressed their thanks 
for Spain’s humane intervention. Eleven naval officers will be sent to 
various ports which will be indicated by the Allies. 

The Lord Mayor presided on the 3rd inst. at the Mansion House 
at a meeting of municipal authorities called to consider the subject of 
State aid as compensation for war damage. In presenting the report 
of the recent deputation to the Prime Minister, he said that in a few 
days a committee composed of three representatives of the Government 
and three of the deputation would be at work on the details of the 
scheme, which would give effect to the principle of State compensation 
which Mr, Lloyd George, on the part of the Government, had accepted 
The Lord Mayor, Lord Parmoor, and Mr. Mark Judge were appointed 
to represent the ‘Mansion House Committee on that body. 

Under the head of ‘‘ Profiteering,’’ ‘‘ B.,”’ in a letter to the 7J'imes 
(7th inst.), says :—‘* Sir.—May I remind your readers that this novel 
name for buying and re-selling at prices detrimental to the publi 
describes practices formerly known as forestalling, ingrossing and re 
grating, made punishable by several] statutes, which were repealed by 
12 George III., chapter 71? It would seem, however, that, apart fr ym 
Acts of Parliament, these practices are crimes at Common ‘Law, and 
that the offences consist in unjustifiably enhancing prices to the injury 
of the public. (See Rex. v. Waddington, 1 East, 143, &c.) Forestalling 
is a general word signifying any manceuvre or artifice intended unduly 
to enhance prices (3 Coke’s Institutes, 195). Ingrossing was the word 
in use to signify what is now meant by cornering—i.e., the buying of 
a considerable quantity of a commodity, sufficient injuriously to affect 
prices ; while regrating is the offence of buying and selling a commodity, 
specially foodstuffs, in the same market. I think this is called ‘ scalp 
ing’? in America. It is this latter practice, indulged in by traders 
whose only intention is to snatch a quick profit, which seems chiefly 
suspected of causing prices to rise to unjustifiable heights in some com 
modities, while it may very well be that scarcity has encouraged the 
ingrossers or cornerers. Although prosecutions for these offences have 
fallen into disuse, the offences still surely remain crimes, and, if so, 
it would seem that our Law Officers might well consider the revival of 
this class of prosecution.’’ 

An agreement has, the Times learns, been arrived at between the 


London clearing banks, in conjunction with the Bank of England, with 
regard to a uniform policy in temporarily suspending business in the 
course of an air raid, should that event recur. It appears to be doubtful 
whether any precise official announcement on the subject will be made, 
but it is manifestly desirable that the public should at least have 
unofficial notice of what is proposed, and it should therefore be under 
stood that the following arrangement is what has been approved. ‘As 


soon as warning has Ween given of, the imminence of an air raid, 
the public transaction of business by the banks is liable to be suspended 
until the “‘ all clear’ signal is received. If the ‘al! clear”’ is given 
not later than 2 p.m. (or, on Saturdays, noon), the closing time for the 
banks will be as usual; if it is not received by 4 p.m. (or on Saturdays 
by 2 p.m.) they will not reopen that day at all; but if it comes at any 
time between 2 p.m. and 4 p.m. (or on Saturdays between noon and 
2 p.m.) the banks will remain open to the public for a whole hour 
afterwards. 

An inquest took place last Wednesday, at Yarmouth, on the body 
of Mr. Charles Barwick Diver, solicitor and coroner, who collapsed 
and died during a united intercession service on Sunday at the parish 
church, He was the eldest son of the late Mr. Charles Diver, for many 
years magistrates’ clerk at Yarmouth, and was himself clerk to the 
East and West Flegg Justices. The post-mortem showed that death 
was due to heart disease, resulting from rheumatic fever contracted 
when serving with the active service company of Norfolk Volunteers 
in the South African War. A verdict of death from natural causes was 
returned? > 





Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette, —Fampay, July 27. 


AEGIS DEVELOPMENT Co. LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 12, to send their 
names and addresses, aud full particulars of their debts or claims, to Harrington 
Evans troad, 1}, Walbrook, liquidator. 

AFPLEDORE Gas «0, LTD.—Creditors are requ red, on or before Sept 19, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur 
W ilie Cock, Bideford, liquidator. 

CELTIC SHIPPING Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 1, to send th ir 
names and addresses, and full particulars of the r debts or claims, to Robert Hughes- 
Jones, 18, Water st, i iverpo 1, liquidator. 

COVENT GARDEN SEED BULB & Nursery LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug 31, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and 
claims, to Georg: Rose, 22, Bolton st, Liverpo sl, liquidator. 

WAsSSAW WES AMALGAMATED MINES, LTD, (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors 
are required, on or before Sept 14, to send their names and addresses, and the 
particulars of their claims, to Geoffrey Bostock, 21, Ironmo ier In, liquidator 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY 
London Guzette.—TUESDAY, July 31. 


C. Cronin & Sons, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 1, to send their 
nares and addresses, and the particula:s of their debteor claims, to Frederick 
Jorn Wi Ison, 73, G siden ‘n, liquidators 

FRANCO AMERICAN Propucts Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION), Creditors are 
required, on or before ~ept 1, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Albert Willmott 14, Old Jewry chmbrs, liquidator. 

SocreTY ISLANDS Co, Ltp,—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 27, to send their 
names snd addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to L. D, Kidson, 
liquidator. 

STEAMSHIP “ LEAFIELD " Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 21, to send 
their vames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or clams, to Mr 
Alfred Brewis, liquidator, o/e Me ers. Lickinson, Miller & Turnbull, Cross House, 
V estgate rd, Newcastle on Tyne 

STR NGWARE CO., LTp.—Creditors are required on or before Aug. 25, to send in their 
names apd addresses, and the p rticulars of their de te or claime, to Chas. A. 
Fletcner, 6-8, Beauchamp st, Holborn bars, liquidator, 

Wrst SUBURBAN Estates, LTp.—Creditor.s are required, on or before Sept. 8, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their dents or claims, to 
Christopher Ernest Cowney, Temple cts, Temple row, Birmingham, liquidator 








JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 
London Gazette.—¥ RIDAY, Aug. 3. 


CHANNEL COLLIERIES TRUST, LTD.—(reditors are required, on or before Sept 14, to send 
their pames and addresses, and the particulars of their dete or claims, to 
J. A Selway, 4, Central blige, Westminster, liquidator 

DOWDESWELL & DOWDESWELLS, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or b fore Aug 21, to send 
their names and addresses, and the par‘iculags of their debts and claims, to Ernest 
La ton Bennett, 31 and 32, Broad Street av, Mf uidator. 

KENT COLLIFRIES, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 14, co send their 
names avd sddresscs, and the particulars of their debts or claims to J. A. Selway 
liquidator of the above named Company 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY a 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Aug, 7. 


WILLIAM Jacopson & Co, 5, Lloyd's av. - Creditors are requested, on or !efore Sept 29 
to send by prepaid ;ost, full particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest I, 
Husey, 58, Coleman st, controller 

OM WELLS DRILLING SYNDICATE LTp,—Creditors are requiréd, cn or before Oct 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to 
Sidney | oster, 13, Pi mberton ¢dns, Highgate, liquidator 

SOUTHERN NIGERIA TRADING Co, LTD.— Creditors are required, on or before Aug 25, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Arthur Cleveland, 22, Basinghal! st, liquidator 

WILLIAM TAYLOR & Co (Hammersmith) Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY [ 1QUIDATION.)—Creditors 
are required, on or before Aug 17, toesend their names and addresses, and particulars 
of their debts or claims, to John T. Rankin, Pinners’ Hall, 54}, Old Broad st or to 
Freveric William Davis, 95/96, Finsbury pym, liquidators 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette,—TUESDAY, Aug. 7 

CANADIAN BRITISH I NGINKERING Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Sept 1, to sen! their rames and addresses, and 4he particulars of their debts or 


claims, to Reginald Guy Sidfor!, 20, John st, Adelphi, liquidator. 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOORGATE! 


srkREnT, 


LOomMmbDow, =z1.o. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of tue Corporation, 
Suitable Clauses for iasertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent oa 


«pplication. 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL Loss, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 

ZPPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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— 
SAGITTARIUS STBAMSHIP ( Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Se;t. 21, to send | LoosEMOORE, ELLEN, East Cowes, Isle of Wight Sept 4 Bailey, Newport, Isle of 
their names ani addresses, and the particulars of their claims, to Geoffrey Wight 
Bostock 21, Ironmonger In, ‘iquidator Many, Ocnto ALwrn, Ashfie'd, nr Sydney, New South Wales Aug 25 Light, Laurence 
Pountney hill 
McDOUGALL, JoHN ScoTT, Newton le Willows, Lancs, Joiner Aug 31 White, War 


’ e 
esc ons tor Winding-up Vol rily, rington 
K Ss luti n c \ In ii 1g uf V unta 4 MILES, CHARLOTTE, Bamp‘on, Oxford Sept 1 Ravenors, Bampton, Oxon 
MILLINGTON, Josiau, Newtown, nr Sydney, New South Wales Aug 31 Johnson & 
. Johson, Wigan 
Little Southe n Shinping Co, Ltd Spencer Haynes & Co, Ltd. : ‘ - 
‘ ; > : MITCHELL, JAmes, Horbary, nr Wakefield Augi5 Wiles, Rochdale 
Kastwosd Brick and Pottery Works, Ltd Wassaw West Amalgamated Mines, Ltd. pry w » Mi : el 
Wellingborough Working Men's Club Co, Celtic Shipping Co, Ltd. Moor —— WILLIAM HENRY, Middlesbrough Aug 31 Montagu & Ce, Bucklers 
Ltd Korting Brothers, Ltd, ~} . 7 ' ~~ — " 
Wikineon & Sons. Ltd soe ~~ eae WILLIAM Moorg, ASC, Piccadilly Sept 1 Child & Child, 
London Gazette—TrEsvDAY, July 31. MURRAY, ANTHONY Hersoury, Wellington College, Berks Aug 20 Hunter & Haynes, 
New sq 
E. Hart & Co (Southampton), Ltd. Holly Park Mill Co { NEWMAN, GE DRGE, Folkestone, Builder Sept 11 Hall, Folkestone 
Oneida Gold Dredging Syndicate, Ltd w.J. Whiteley, Ltd NEWMAN, JOHN, Folkestone, Builder Sept 1l Hall, Folkestone 
Rene, Ltd Ave: ue Mills Co, Ltd. | NOLTE, PAULINE, DE Gloucester ter, Hyde Park Sept 8 Slater & Co, Manchester 
Watford Engraving Co, Ltd U, Cronin & Sons, Ltd. | O'BRIEN, CHRISTOPHER WILLIAM, East Croydon Aug21 Parson & Co, Lime st 
’ ; PARKES, JoserH, Blackheath Oct20 Evans & Son, Wa'sall 
London Gazette.— FRIDAY, Aug 3. PRMBER, HENRY CECIL, Aug3l Draces & Attlee, Bill ter sq 
Turner Petrol Cars, Ltd Egis Development Co, Lt d. | PERKINS, THOMAS, Bromyard, Hereford, Farmer Aug 30 Allen, Bromyard 
Worthing West End br Tollemache & Griffin, Ltd POLLAK, OrTo Dennis, Sunbury 01 Thanes Aug 27 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, 
Cars Springs Ltd Reliabl: Motor Carrying Co, Ltd | trand 
TUESDAY, Aug 7. Preece, JOHN RICHARD, CMG Bullinghan mans, Kensington Aug 25 Lawson & Co, 


Gaddam & Co, Ltd Osborn Syndicate, Ltd. Gresham st 
Wallwork & Sussu Lt Devon and Cornwall Farmers’ Direct Rocers, Lt Col Georesr, Gloucester ter, Hyde Park Sept 5 Simpson & Co, Grace- 


J. Blocksave & Co, Lt Supply Association, Ltd. chorch st 
Williams & Co (Snip supply Drug res), Forester Paper Co, Ltd. RUrFL¥, ELIZABETH MARY, Stanbourne, Essex Aug 31 Steed & Steed, Sudbury 
Ltd Best's Sa’ety Lamps, Ltd | SCHWABE, FREDERICK SALIs, Llandegfan Anglesey Sept 1 Jones, Bangor 
l. P.'« Journal Publishing Co, Ltd. Admiral Nelson Steam Shipping Co, Ltd. SHEPPARD, ANN MARIA, Birmingham Aug 30 Glaisyer & Co, Birminzham 
New Spanish Shale ii Co, Ltd, Alfred Phillips, Ltd | Smite, Lucy SARAH, Twickentam Septl Carter & Barber, Finsb iry sq 
| SMITTON, SARAH ANN, Hampstead (ctl Broadbridge, Quality ct 








I a Gazett FRIDAY, July 27 


Maewoods, Ltd Strongwear Co, Ltd 


Sagittarius Steamship Co, Ltd. G. Hudson, Ltd. | , 
SUTTON, GILBERT NATHANIEL, Palace Green, Kensington Sept 5 Carr, Southport 
oe TiLey, WILLIAM, Trowbridge, Wilts, Blacks nith Aug 13 Mann & Co, Trowbridge 
Ts , - > . dines 2ccer Tims, CLARA ANNE, Welling'on, New Zealand Augi5 Fisher, Banbury, Oxon 
W inding-up of Enemy sUSINESSES. WAIGHT, FREDERICK JOHN, Pewsey, Wilts, Builder Aug24 Dixon & Mason, Pewsey, 


ods . : Wilts 
London Gazette, —TUESDAY, July 31 | WALDENPELS, Baroness HARRIET ELEANOR Jessy voN, Brigh'on Aug 21 Stuckey & 
16 and 348, Bethnal Green rd.—Creditors are required, Co, Brighton 
by pre aid post, full particulars of their debts or claims, | WALSH, THOMAS, Thornton, Lanes Aug3l C C & D Addie, Fleetwood, Lancs 
ired ct, Bauk, controller | WEDDELL, MARY ELIZABETH, Newcastle upon Tyne Septl J D & D M Macdonald, 
| Newcastle upon Tyne 
| WARMINGTON, EMMA JANE, Blackheath, Sept 7 Ja kson & Co, Fenchurch st 


_ ’ = | Ware, JAWES SPENCER, Uleveland sq Sept 30 Woolmer, Temple Chmbrs 
& reditors Notices. WILSON, FREDERICK, Newtown, Montgomery, Physician Aug 27 Woosnam, Newtown 
WILSON, GEORGE, Searborough Aug 30 W & WS Drawbridge, Scsrborough 
T » lin . - Wrieut, Joy, Fratton, Portsmout1 Aug%5 King & Franckeiss, Portsmouth 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. a e 


Last Day or CLAIM, Lonion Gazette, —TUESDAY, July 31. 


sett 77 ly 9 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, July ANDERSON, Rev THOMAS, Bournemouth Aug 31 Roche, Purley 
ABRAHAM. FRANK, Folkstone Septi5 Brown & Co, Old Jewry |} AsutTon, Isaac Rose, Manchester Sept 15 Grover & Co, Manchester 
AIRY, CHRISTABRL, C1 2 H Greenwich sept 3 Batchelor & Batchelor, Strand | BARNARD, JOHN OSMOND, Braintree, Essex Septl Barnard, Chancery Lane Safe Deposit, 
ALBOXOUGH, ELIZABETH, Hastings Aug?8 Meadows & Co, Hastings Chancery In 
ldvs, Gray's Inn Aug 25 Rubinstein & Co, | BELL, JoserH ASKEW, Ollerton, Notts Aug30 Bremridge & Luke, Exeter 
BLUNDELL, JAMES, Halsterd, Kent, Fiuit Grower Sept 1 House, Sevenoaks 
fA, Southend on Sea Sept 8 Crowther, Lincoln's inn flelds BOREHAM, SARAH, North Sunderlan! Novi Dobinson, Sunderlant 
r Broug , Salrord Sept 8S Lawaon & Co, Manchester COUPLAND, JOHN CHARLES GERALD, Connaught sq Sept 15 Cooke & Sons, Winsford, 
Nottingham, Farmer Auz 16 Taylor & Newborn Cheshire 
CURTIS, MATILDA, Longfleet, Poole, Dorset Sept 5 Trevanion & Curtis, Pole 
Woolwich Aug 29 Hewitt & Co, Leadenhall st | DAMPER, BENJAMIN, Tunbridge Wells S-pt29 Cripps & Co, Tunbridge Welis 
1 Smith & 8 ms, Sheffield | FRESCH, WILLIAM, Portsmouth Aug 28 Hollings, Portamouth 


TH, Chapeltown, or Sheffield Aug 31 
¥ CHANTER, Treeton, nr Rotherham Aug 3l Smith & Sons, Sheffield GOSLING, CAROLINE, St Leonard's terr, Ch lsea Sept 4 Sawbridge & Son, Alderman- 


ARAH BURNS, Swansea Aug 14 Grahun, Longton, Stoke on bury 
HARRINGTON, EmrLie, Ravennard, Patney Sept15 Fraser & Son, Dean st, Soho aq 
Jit & F W Bre, Weston super Mare HARRIS, ANNIR, Buckhurst Hil, Essex Aug 31 Cahill, Basinghal! st 
Laurence & Co, Linc>In'’s | Heavey, Rev. Hupson Grosegtr, Lundy Island, Bristol Channel Aug3l AG&NG 
jun flelds ’ Heaven, Bristol 
CAPREEL, J PHINE Arsene, Old Colwyn, Carnarvon Aug27 Brookes, Colwyn Bay HETHERINGTON, Jou, Leamington, Warwi-k Sept 10 Stileman & Neate, Southampton 
CHRISTIAN, ANN, Burton upon Tren Aug 27 J& W J Drewry & Newbold, burton st, Bloomsbury sq 
m Trent Hrast, Joun JAMES, Leds Sept10 Brooke & Dyer, Leeds 
COLLINS, EXxest EDWARD, Mel ourne, Australia Aug 25 Murray & Co, Birchin In HopKINSON, JOHN, Paticroft, Laycs, Grocer Aug18 Risque & Robson, Manchester 
CLUN I ke-Ioss, ANDREW FRRGU-ON, Keeling Cocos Islands, South Indian Ocein Sept 6 NoRPELMAN, Henry, Clissold rd, Finsbury Park Aug 17 Konain, Bishopsgate 
Fowler & Co lford row HOLDREN, WILLIAM, Landport, Portsmouth Sept 1 Maidment, Portsmouth 
MABEL ELLEN KATE, Farnham, Surrey Sept 1 Potter & Crundwell, Farnhan, HOLY AKER, JANE, Hath Sept il Collins & Simmons, Bath 
JACKSON, EMILY GEORGINA AUGUSTA, Melville rd, Barnes Aug 31 Leighton & Savory, 


ARMSTRONG, JANE CHARLOTTE, Raymond 
Raymond bldgs 


BUSFRILD, GERTRUDE AUG 3 Sept 
CAMPBELL, ALEXANDER Corse, Stanmore, Middix Sept 1 


tt. Southampton, Carmen Aug 4 Hollest < Catey st 
JacopsoN, KATHARINE MARY, Ewhurst, Sussex Sept 15 Rawle & Co, Bedford row 
JOHNSON, JANKE, Milosbridge, Huddersfield Aug 31 S mailes, H uddersfiéld 
uthampton JONES, CHARLES, Hack ord, nr Chester Ang3l Evans, Chester 
DAVIS, Ladbroke gr, Netting Hill, Civil Engineer Aug 31 Batten & Co, | Keeton, ALICcK, Sheffield Aug 31 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 
Lewis, DAVUD, Liandrindod Wells Sept 8 James & Co, Merth r Tydfil 
Sept 5 Rhagg, Newcastle upon Tyne Le MARCHANT, Capt EDWARD HERBERT CHARLES, Chesham pl Sept 1 Mallinson, Fen- 
Driver-HoLLoway, Loursa, Croydon Aug $l Greenwell & Co, Berners st church st 
ELLE«TON, CHARLOTTE, Leamington Aug 3l Wright & Co, Leamington MoCULLouGH, MARGARETCA LovuIsa, Southsea Aug 25 Bramsdon & Child, Portsmouth 
Five, KAT ‘A\RINE ALICe, Maidenhead Thicket, Berks Aug 23 Grenewell & Co, | MippLeMist, Rop2rt Percy, Devonport st, Hyde Park Aug 31 Malkin & Co, The 
st Rectory House, Martin's In 
WILLIAM EpwWARD Roveusepar, Liscard, Chester Avg 27 Pemberton, MovuLpsr, Rev Canon THoMAS JornDAN, Newport, Isle of Wight Sept 1 Eldridge & 
wl Sons, Newport, I of W 
likley, Whitesmith Sept 10 Crowther, Bradford MuLuins, EM(Ly AuGusta, Brighton Sept 3 Sawbridge & Son, Aldermanbury 
GARSII KATE, Ashton under Lyne Aug 24 Bromiley & Hyde, Ashton under Lyne NIVEN, Sir WiLttaM Davipson, KCB, Sidcup, Kent Sept1l Blackman, Gresham House, 
Gereen, WULLIaM. Banbury, Oxford, Butcher Ang 25 Fisher, Banbury Old Broad st 
Hecker. PACL Mornrrz WILmete. Fenchurch st Sept 17 Baddeleys & Co, Leaden- | Stoner, ‘ LARA, Rochdale Sept 8 Chadwick, Rochdale 
t PURNER, JoHN LANCELOT Harcourt, Wellington, New Zealand Sept 1 Ward «& Co, 
HOWLAND, FRANCES ANN, Ashford, Kent Aug 31 Hallett & Co, Ashford, Kent Gracechurch st 
INGHAM, ALICE Headingley, Leeds Aug3 Elliott, Leeds | Vogan, CHARLES, Lee, Kent Ang 30 Wansey & Co, Moorgate st 
Lester, ELizaneTH MARY ANN, Ladbroke rd, Notting Hill Gate Sept 23 Rigbey & Co, | WelonT, CHARLES, Beulah hill, Upper Norwood, Builder Aug 7 
Birmingham Cannon st 


, nr Totton, Southampton Sept 8 Bassett 


Victoria et, West sineter 
DovGLas, THOMAS, Newcastle upon Tyne 


halls 


Finch & Co, 


B k N ° GREEN, THOMAS, Walpole St Andrews, Norfolk, Coal Amended Notice substituted Se = in the 
‘ , ’ Dealer King’s Lynn Pet July 16 Ord July 16 London Gazette of July 7, 1911: 
ankru ptcy otices ' | HeRneRT, JOHN HENKY, Crickhowell, Brecknockshire, | CovEY, GgorGR, Howland s , Fitzroy sq High Court Pet 
London Gazette.-Friwar, July (0 Licensed Victualler Tredegar Pet June 26 Ord Nov 23, 1910 April 11, 1911 ‘ 
’ ’ July 18 Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
ADJUDICATIONS LANG, LAWRENCE, York, Jolner York Pet July 18 Ord London Gazette of Sept 19, 1916: : 
BAXTER, JOSEPH W1I/ LIAM, Denington, Suffolk, Pork | July 18 Covey, Grorak, Albert pl, South Kensington High Court 
Kutcher Ipswich Pet July1s Ord Jaly 18 LuTHer, JOHN SOLOMON, Bournemouth, Coal Dealer Pet May 23, 1916 Ord Sept 15 1916 


BRADBURN, SAMUEL BARON, and WILLIAM BRapsurs, | Yoole Pet July 18 Ord July 18 Gazette. ~TU uly 24. 
| OXLEY, JAMES, Eastborne, Baker Eastbourne Pet July Lendon Gazette. Tuma, July 
) | RECEIVING ORDERS. 
men Manchester Pet July 16 Ord July 16 | ll Ord July 16 : . 
EVANS, Evwarp WILLIAM, Ynysybwl, Glam, Colliery | ROWLANDS, GrorGe, Liansamlet, Glam, Spelter Furnace- HURLEY, FRANCIS, Cardiff, Butcher Cardiff Pet July 
Mason Pontypridd Pet July 18 Ord July 18 , man Swansea Pet July 17 Ord July 17 Ord July 17 ; 
GOLDING, Myer, Gorseinon, Glam, Timber Feller Swan- | SHOWELL, EpmUND, Newton Heath, Lancs, Joiner Man- MOTLEY, ALFRED H, High st, Lambeth High Court Pet 
sen Pet July 16 Ord July 16 | chester Pet April 24 Ord July 18 May 19 Ord July 18 


Srooklands, Chester, Bramhall, Drapery Ware: ouse 











